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LONDON, NOVEMBER 14, 1874. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE QUESTION BY WHOM A suMMoNs to attend for exami- 
nation under section 96 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
must be served, which was recently raised in the Liver- 
pool County Court, came before the Chief Judge on 
Monday last. A full report of the case will be found in 
the Weekly Reporter, and we need not here do more 
than remind our readers that the question at issue 
was whether, under Rules 58 and 167, solicitors were 
entitled to serve these summonses. The courty court 
judge (Mr. Collier), on first hearing the matter, 
said he did not see his way to making an order 
tefusing solicitors permission to serve them; but 
on consideration of the Rules, he came to the conclusion 
(18 S. J. 852) that he “ had no option but to direct that 
these summonses be served by the high bailiff,” and he 
accordingly made an order refusing permission to the 
solicitor to serve them. ‘The learned Chief Judge, with- 
out discussing the merits of the case, held that the county 
court judge had a discretion ; that he bad exercised that 
discretion, and that the court would not interfere with 
his exercise of that discretion. Assuming that Mr. Collier 
has been correctly reported, the result is a little be- 
wildering. He seems to have held that, under the rules, 
he could not exercise any option; the Chief Judge holds 
that Mr. Collier actually did what he thought he could not 
legally do. 

If the recent case is to be taken as se..ling that sum- 
monses under section 96 can only be served by the high 
bailiff, the effect will be that solicitors may serve sub- 
penas to compel the attendance of witnesses (Rule 167), 
but they may not serve summonses to attend for exami- 
nation under section 96. Can any reason of public con- 
venience be alleged for this anomaly? Will any one, 
other than a high bailiff scenting fees from afar, say that 
this official or his servant, who knows nothing abcwu; the 
case, is less likely to make a mistake than the solicitor who 
knows all about the case, or that the slight difference 
—eighteenpence, we believe—between the fees of the 
solicitor and those of the high bailiff is not amply com- 


pensated for by the saving to the estate of the risk of incur- 
ting the cost of useless attendances and fresh summonses, 
occasioned by the ignorance and mistakes of the high 
bailiff’s servants ? 





AMONG THE MYSTERIES OF oUR LAW there is none which 
puzzles the lay mind more than the taxation of costs. 
So said Lord Coleridge the other day in the 
Court of Common Pleas, and whilst there is no doubt 
that limits must be imposed upon the ardour of litigants 
preparing for action, the case which drew the observa- 
tion from bis Lordship wasa strong illustration of the hard 
measure which even successful suitors meet with in our 
courts of law. The action, which was ti’ed at the last 
London sittings, was brought by a Glasgow shipbuilder 
to recover between two and three thousand pounds, the 
balance of the price of an iron steamship built by him 
for the defendants. The latter declined to pay on the 





ground that the ship had not performed well, and to 
establish this case they raised a variety of objections to 
her construction and fittings. The trial of the cause 
lasted five days, and to explain and prove the plaintif's 
case to the jury it was absolutely essential, as must be 
obvious, that there should be in court models of the ship 
and her fittings, the expense of which was considerable. 
On every point the jury found in favour of the plaintiff. 
The justice of his claim was established: the necessity 
for having these means of establishing it seemed indis. 
putable. But when the costs came to be taxed, the unfor- 
tunate plaintiff found that it was a rule of taxation that 
nothing should be allowed for models, and that he was 
to have the pleasure of paying out of his own pocket for 
the necessary means of compelling his adversary to satisfy 
that which had been demonstrated to be a just claim. 
The Court of Common Pleas on appeal, including Lord 
Coleridge who tried the case at Nisi Prius, admitted the 
hardship, but after taking time to consider the question, 
announced that on enquiry it had been found that the 
judges, in framing the rvles for the guidance of the 
masters on taxation, had expressly intended to exclude 
the cost of models. It was, therefore, useless to grant a 
rule for the master to review his taxation on that point. 
Why such an inflexible rule should be made will probably 
be a puzzle to the plaintiff, and he will scarcely be en- 
couraged by it to seek his remedy in English rather than 
in Scotch courts of justice. 


















THERE HAS BEEN A GOOD DEAL OF Discussion during 
the week on the curious case of Strachey v. Osborne, 
in which four judges of the Court of Common 
Pleas declined to review the decision of Brett, J., 
in refusing to certify for costs under section 5 
of the County Courts Act, 1867, which enacts that if a 
plaintiff in a superior court shall not recover more than 
ten pounds, if the action be founded on tort, “he shall 
not be entitled” to costs “ unless the judge certify on 
the record that there was suffivient reason for bringing 
such action in such superior court, or unless the court or 
judge at chambers by rule or order allow such custs.” 
The action was an action of trespass brought by the lord of 
the manor against the rector of the parish, and the defen- 
dant pleaded twenty pleas, not only denying the plaintiff's 
title, but setting up a title in himself. Various disputes 
had arisen between the parties, and the object of the 
defendant in committing the alleged trespass was to open 
up a road to his rectory, which the plaintiff did not wish 
him to enjoy. The jury found in favour of the plain- 
tiff’s title, and gave fifty shillings damages for one of the 
trespasses, but found that the defendant had a right of 
way. Brett, J., being of opinion that the action was 
brought to gratify anger, and not to try the right to the 
manor, refused to certify for costs under the statute, 
and the court has declined to review his decision. 

In such cases there are three questions which may be 
asked—(1) whether the judge was bound to certify; 
(2) whether the discretion of the judge (assuming him to 
have a discretion) could be reviewed by the court, and if 
it could, then (3) whether it had been rightly exercised. 
In Hinde v. Sheppard (20 W. R. 99, L. R. 7 Ex. 21), 
Bramwell, B., is reported to have said that where there 
is sufficient cause for bringing the action in a superior 
court (which, from the context, he seems to think will 
be properly tested by inquiring whether the cause is such 
that if commenced in the county court it would be 
proper to remove it into a superior court) the judge has 
no discretion, but is bound to certify. The ground of this 
opinion is obvious. The statute says that what the judge 
is to certify to is, whether there was sufficient reason for 
bringing the action in a superior court, and Bramwell, 
B., says that the statute thus furnishes the test which the 
judge is bound to apply. If it is the fact, he ought to say 
so. But if he does not say so, then the court or a judge 
at chambers may nevertheless allow costs either on the’ 
ground that it is the fact, or onsome other ground. If the 
judge does certify, no court would interfere with his 
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judgment; indeed, it could not. But if he does not 
certify, all that happens is, that he has not certified under 
the statute in the affirmative, and the statute gives him 
no power to certify in the negative. Ifthe court, on being 
applied to, should ascertain that in his cpinion there really 
was no sufficient cause for bringing the action in a supe- 
rior court, they will probably act upon his opinion; but 
if it only appears that though there was or might be 
sufficient cause, yet in his good pleasure he thought it 
was ‘‘not a case for costs,” then they will not treat his 
withholding the certificate as conclusive, because the 
statute only gives him power to certify that there was 
sufficient cause, and not power to certify whether or no 
it was “a case for costs;”” and they will inquire for 
themselves whether there was or was not sufficient cause. 
This we gather to be the view of Bramwell, B. (which 
has, as we think, been sometimes misunderstood), and it 
does not seem at all inconsistent with the cases under 
statute 3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, s. 2, in which the court re- 
fused to overrule the opinion of a judge who had 
certified in favour of the plaintiff (Morison v. Salmon, 2 
M. & G. 385; Barker v. Hollier, 8 M. & W. 513; Bury 
v. Dunn, 1D. & L. 141). It is, however, to be noticed 
(as was remarked by Lord Coleridge, C.J., in his judg- 
ment) that the words of the repealed section (section 4) 
of statute 15 & 16 Vict. c. 54, for which section 5 of the 
County Court Act, 1867, is substituted, are, that the 
court or judge shall direct that the plaintiff recover his 
costs, if it appear,amongst other things, that there was 
sufficient reason for bringing the action in a superior court 
—words which impose an obligation not expressed by 
those of the more recent enactment, or of the earlier one 
of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, «. 129. In the present state of 
the authorities it may be regretted that the Court of 
Common Pleas agreed so thoroughly with the opinion 
expressed by Brett, J. at the trial that it became un- 
necessary to consider whether they could have reviewed 
his decision if they had been so disposed. It will be 
remembered that although by rule 47 of the rules under 
the Judicature Act, 1873, subject to the provisions of 
the Act, the costs of all proceedings are in the discretion 
of the court, by section 67 of that Act the provisions 
of the 5th section of the County Courts Act, 1867, upon 
which we have commented, are expressly continued. 





THERE ARE SOME NOTEWORTHY DISTINCTIONS between tlie 
ceremonies which usher in our legal year and those with 
which our neighbours across the Channel celebrate the re- 
sumption of work by their courts. Whileour judges break- 
fast with the Chancellor and afterwards appear at West- 
minster with roseate and jocund countenances, happy to 
greet their brethren, and knowing that nothing worse is 
likely to happen than a motion by Proser, Q.C., the 
French judges first. go to mass, and then return to their 
courts to undergo »a dreadful infliction, known as the 
discours de rentrée, the nearest approach to which with 
us is probably the address of the President of the 
Social Science Association. The orator is cither the 
Procureur Général, or his substitute, or the Avocat 
Général, and the subjects chosen are of the most varied 
description. Thus among the numerous addresses de- 
livered last week at the opening of local courts all over 
France, we find that the Court of Appeal at Aix under- 
went an eloquent historical essay, garnished with scraps 
of poetry, on the Tribunals of the Revolution in that dis- 
trict; at Caen there was delivered an elaborate address on 
Limpt progressif; at Haute-Vienne (Limoges) the 
orator sketched the life of Jean Nicholas de la Reynie, and 
at Chambéry M. Gimella took for his subject Montesquieu. 

The customary discourse upon the opening of the Cour de 
Cassation at Paris was delivered last Tuesday week by M. 
Renouard, the Procureur Général, and the subject was 
“Impartiality.” ¥ror the full report of this address in 


the French legal journals we make a free translation of a 
few sentences, which perhaps may not-be wholly inappli- 
cable to other courte besides those of France :-—“In the 





judicial life the need of patience is considerable. A 





great judge loved to recall the remark of the younger 
Pliny, ‘Judicis patientia pars magna justitio est’ Ang 
what he advised he practised. His dispassionate attention 
gave confidence to the practitioner. In arguments he 
allowed the freest expression of opinion, and habitually 
reserved his own till the end of the discussion. On the 
rare occasions on which some hasty expression escaped 
him he would at once deplore it, and thus give us ip 
another way a lesson of moderation. The virtue of 
patience in the judge commences at the moment when 
he thinks he has formed his opinion on the case before 
him. If after that he leaves himself open to views op. 
posed to that which he has taken, and listens with care 
to everything that is said, not only will his conscience be 
at ease, but his dignity will be unhurt by any appearance 
of precipitation.” 





A HAPPY RUMOUR REACHES Us that several alterations 
are to be effected in the new court at Lincoln’s Inn, 
We are informed that in deference to the complaints 
which have been made of the inadequate accommoda: 
tion in the solicitors “ well,’ itis intended to remove that 
abode of luxury nearer to the dais, so as to bring the 
soligitors into closer proximity to the Registrar, and to 
leave more room for papers, &c., in front of the “ well.” 
Let us hope that the Spartan simplicity of the seats and 
the narrowness of the knee-space will at the same time 
be remedied. It is also stated that in place of the 
slightly modified kitchen table at which the Registrar 
now sits, there is to be substituted a horse-shoe shaped 
table, at which not only that learned functionary but the 
judges’ officers may find accommodation. The Queen's 
Counsel are also, we believe, to be made happy by having 
their table lowered to a reasonable height, and hopes 
were even held out on Thursday that drawers containing 
paper and pens might be provided for their use. 





Tue Arrgat Court in Cuancery has made unexpectedly 
short work with its paper of appeals. On Thursday 
noon the great case of Parker v. McKenna was com- 
menced, and it will be proceeded with on Tuesday. Be- 
sides that case, there is but one effective appeal remain- 
ing in the book. Two or three are standing over, but as 
yet the parties are not prepared. How long Parker v. 
McKenna may occupy the court is a question on which 
at this stage it would be useless to speculate. In the 
court below it occupied twenty-two days, and the mass 
of evidence there taken fills three thick volumes, con- 
taining altogether more than two thousand pages of 
printed matter. 








THE NEW LAW COURTS. 


Turre seems at last good reason to believe that the 
present generation may see the courts established in one 
Palace of Justice. The walls of a considerable portion 
of the new building have already risen some ten or fifteen 
feet above the ground, and the energy with which the 
works are being pushed forward, now they are once com- 
menced, affords a pleasant contrast to the lengthened 
inaction which preceded their commencement, ‘The ex- 
ternal features of the structure have already been fully 
described by the journals devoted to such topics, but it 
may be interesting to our readers to have a general out- 
line of the internal arrangements and the accommodation 
likely to be afforded. 

When, in the early part of 1866, the instructions to the 
competing architects for the New Law Courts were issued, 
the number of rooms specified as required in the building 
for the various courts and offices, amounted to at least 
860, This included provision for twenty-three courts 
and their sevéral sets of offices. ‘The number of courts 
provided for in the building in courso of erection is 
eighteen. The ground to be actually covered by the new 
buildings is in shape almost square, measuring about 450 
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feet on each side. There isa rise from the Strand to 
Carey-street, so that the rooms, which on the south side 
of the building are on tlie level, will on the north side be 
eighteen feet below the surface. In order to understand 
the general arrangement of the buildings the reader must 
picture to himself a quadrangle, down the middle of which, 
from north to south, there runs a block of buildings 
dividing the interior space into two portions, one of which 
is to be an open court, called the Great Quadrangle, 
while the other—that on the western side—is to consti- 
tute the Central Hall. This will be a fine apartment, 
‘measuring about 230 feet from north to south by 50 feet 
from east to west. Round it are grouped the several 
courts. Taking the Strand as the level, all these courts 
are on what may be called the first floor of the building ; 
so that entering from the Strand the visitor will have to 
mount a flight of stairs to reach the court floor, but 
entering from Carey-street he will be on the same floor 
as the courts. Beginning with the end of the Central 
Hall nearest the last-named street, we find here placed 
the six courts for the Chancery Division. Four of them 
are at the northern end, and the remaining two are one 
on each side of the Hall. Next in order down the western 
side we have the Bankruptcy Court, the Admiralty Court, 
the Divorce Court, and two Exchequer Courts. At the 
south end are placed another Exchequer Court and a 
Common Pleas Court. Turning up northward, on the 
eastern side of the Hall we have two more Common Pleas 
Courts and three Queen’s Bench Courts. There are thus 
eighteen courts in all grouped round the Central Hall. 
Between the hall and the courts is the Bar corridor. 
The accommodation provided for the Bar is sufficiently 
extensive. There will be robingrooms, consultation rooms, 
sitting rooms, and a library, and there is little doubt that 
a separate refreshmentroom will be set apart for the use of 
the members of the bar. Running parallel with the 
Bar corridor, but on the other side of the courts, is a 
corridor which will be reserved for the exclusive use of 
There are 


the judges and their immediate attendants. 
two separate extrances for the judges from the Carey- 


street side, leading into their corridor. The judge will 
thus, without mounting any steps, find himself in the 
corridor, with his court on one hand and his private 
room on the other. Adjoining the judge’s room is his 
robing or retiring room, a room for his secretary, and 
a waiting room. By means of the corridor each judge 
can readily communicate with any of his colleagues, 

A separate corridor is provided for solicitors on the 
Strand level, situate immediately beneath the Bar 
corridor. There are separate entrances to the courts for 
the judges, the barristers, and the solicitors, and there 
are separate staircases for jurymen and for witnesses, 
each leading from their respective waiting rooms, which 
are on the lower floor. There are entrances to the 
building provided for the public, but there will be no 
general admission to the body of the court. Each court 
will be provided with a gallery, wherein the public may 
watch the administration of justice without hindering 
or disturbing those engaged in the business of the 
“court, 

Having thus gone through the courts and the 
accommodation immediately connected therewith, 
occupying the entire western portion of the build- 
‘ing, so far as the court floor is concerned, we will 
now proceed to the eastern part of the building, 
still on the same floor. For this purpose we pass 
‘along the Strand front, south of the Great Quadrangle, 
and the first room we come to is one of the Bar rooms 
‘before mentioned, having an open corridor on each side 
of it, the one abutting on the Great Quadrangle and 
‘the other on the Strand. Further east are the chambers 
of the Common Law Judges, extending to the south. 
east corner of the building, and facing the ground where 
Temple Bar now stands, ‘Turning up northward at this 
corner we enter the Queen's Bench Mastors’ corridor, 
with the chambers of tho masters arranged on either 
‘tide, This corridor continues northward to the Chancery 





Registrars’ corridor, where are situated the chambers of 
the Chancery Registrars. This corridor runs right 
up to Carey-street, and is continued thence along the 
north front some distance towards the west, and at length 
joins the easternmost of the Judges’ corridors. 

Hitherto we have only been describing the court floor 
and the several courts and offices placed on that level. 
Iu many portions of the building there will be a floor 
above the court level. We have already stated the posi- 
tion of the Chancery Registrars’ chambers on the court 
floor. These officials will also occupy the whole of 
the corresponding rooms on the higher floor. In the 
corresponding rooms on the floor below the court level 
there will be the Taxing Masters’ Office, the Report 
Office, the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office, andthe Queen’s 
Remembrancer and several other officials will also be lo- 
cated here. On this floor will also be placed the chambers 
of the Master of the Rolls and of the Vice-Chancellors. 








RAILWAY PASSENGER DUTY. 


A paMPutet has been forwarded to us by its author, Mr. 
James Neville Porter, on “ The Railway Passenger Duty: 
its Injustice and its Repeal”—a question which, the 
author remarks, has not been duly appreciated, and with 
respect to which he proposes, “in a great measure, to 
supply the deficiency.” Had the writer confined him- 
self to this question, it would have fallen without our 
province, for we do not affect to deal with questions of 
finance or political economy. But he couples with this 
topic that of the “illegality” of the recent decision in 
Attorney-General vy. North London Railway Company 
(L. R. 9 Ex. 330). That is a subject more within our 
compass ; at least, it would at first sight seem so, but we 
must confess that when we look at the character of the 
arguments used to prove the alleged “ illegality,” we feel 
ourselves on very foreign ground. “In the first place” 
(says the author) “ it should be borne in mind that juri- 
dical hermeneutics constitute a part of international 
law; [!] and therefore, in adjudicating upon the con- 
struction of statutes and other legal instruments, regard 
should not be confined to the dicta of the judges of one 
nation or state alone concerning them (and which has 
unfortunately been the case to a great extent in this 
country), but due attention should be paid to what is 
asserted thereon in the Roman or civillaw, the writings 
of eminent jurists, and the dicta of the judges of the 
leading courts in Europe and America, and the dictates 
of right reason.” 

We must admit at once that the courts of this country 
are not much used to this species of reasoning, and we 
fear that even in the House of Lords (to which, it seems, 
the case is proceeding) citations from the Roman law 
and from foreign jurists will not be thought very relevant 
to determine the meaning of an English Act of Parlia- 
ment. However, if the author can produce any apt 
passage from the Digest, or even from Vattel, bearing 
on the meaning of the words “ ordinary passenger sta- 
tion,” or “cheap trains,” no doubt it will receive due 
attention, and such a discovery would be a welcome aid 
to the educational authorities at Lincoln’s-inn in their 
effort to naturalise the Roman law among us. At pre- 
sent we cannot discover how the citations which the 
author furnishes from Grotius, Vattel, Domat, and 
others, assist in the construction of statute 7 & § Vict. 
ce. 85, 8. 6. 

The writer also appeals largely to the evidence given 
before the Select Committee on Railways in 1844, espe- 
cially as to the increase in the number of third class 
passengers which would result from a remission of duty, 
which, the author thinks, should have induced the Court 
of Exchequer to put a different construction on the 
words of the Act from that which those words seemed to 
them naturally to bear. Unfortunately, however, all the 
recommendations of the committee are boiled down by 
the Legislature into the short preamble, “ Whereas it is 
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expedient to secure to the poorer class of travellers the 
means of travelling by railway at moderute fares, and in 
carriages in which they may be protected from the 
weather;’’ and when Parliament has expressed the 
reason of what it does, we hardly see how the courts 
are to go behind it. 

While the author complains in strong terms of the | 
“illegality” of the recent judgment, he has forgotten to 
make any attempt at demonstrating that it is “ illegal ;” 
by which, we suppose, he means incorrect, in the only way | 
in which this could possibly be shown—namely, by point- 
ing out how tke words of the Act ought to be construed, 
and in what respect the judgment gives them the wrong 
meaning. As he has omitted to do this, we will try our hand 
at a suggestion which occurs on reading the judgment. 
The part of the judgment which the author chiefly disap- 
proves of is that which decides that the Board of Trade 
have no power to dispense with the necessity of “‘ cheap 
trains ” stopping at every ordinary passenger station. The 
ground of this decision is, that it is part of the “ essen- 
tial definition ’’ of a cheap train in the first and general 
part of the section, that it shall stop at every “ ordinary 
passenger station,” and that therefore the third condition, 
which the Board of Trade can no doubt dispense with, 
and which provides that “such trains shall, if required, 
take up and set down passengers at every passenger 
station which it shall pass on the line,’ must be con- 
strued as referring only to “stations other than the 
ordinary passenger stations before mentioned, such, for 
instance, as those which are sometimes established for 
the convenience of private individuals, or particular 
works, or on particular days for the accommodation of 
market people.” Now, what the first part of the section 
says is, that the railway company is, “by means of one 
train at the least to travel along the railway” from end 
to end, to “provide for the conveyance of third-class 
passengers to and from the terminal and other ordinary 
passenger stations of the railway,” subject to the condi- 
tions which follow. It is not said, “by means of one 
train to travel, &c., and to stop at every ordinary 
passenger station,’ which one would expect if this is 
part of the description of the train; nor does it say, the 
company shall, “ by means of one train, &c., provide for 
the conveyance, &c., to and from the terminal, and every 
ordinary passenger station,’ which would expressly 
make the service of every station part of the essential 
function of such train. It only says that by such and 
such a train they shall provide for the conveyance to and 
from the terminal and other ordinary passenger stations ; 
and the view is at least open to argument, that it was 
not meant to make the provision for the conveyance by 
the train part of the “ essential definition’ of the train, 
or to “define essentially”’ the function of the train, but 
that the nature of the “ provision” to be made was left 
to be regulated by the conditions. To the extent to 
which this view is plausible, to that extent it becomes 
less reasonable to put on the words of the third condition 
a sense which they do not naturally bear. And, upon the 
other hand, as the limitation put by the court on the 
words of the third condition has no reference to anything 
to be found inthe Act, which does not in any part of it 
mention any such special stations as the court supposes 
it to refer to, there is reason to say that no such limita- 
tion ought to be introduced, unless some very decisive 
ground for its introduction is shown. The two con- 
siderations assist one another, and point to the conclusion 
that the Board may dispense with the necessity of 
stopping at every ordinary passenger station. Indeed, 
there is ground for saying that, if any word is to be in- 
troduced into the third condition, it is not the word “ ex- 
traordinary,” but the word “ordinary;’’ otherwise the 
curious result would follow that, without the dispensation 
of the Board of Trade, the cheap trains must stop every 
day at market stations, where ordinary trains are only 
to stop on market days, and must also stop every day at 
stations where they would ordinarily stop only on notice 
or signal. Whether this reasoning is correct or not, it 
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seems at least plausible, and we venture to think that it: 
is more to the purpose, and more in the line of legiti. 
mate reasoning on the construction of the Act, than 
anything that-is likely to be found in Vattel, Grotius, or- 
Puffendorf. 





RECENT CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


II. 


Ose of the most important cases of the kind now 
under consideration which came before the courts during- 
the past legal year was that of Beall v. Smith (22 W. R.. 
121, L. R. 9 Ch. 85). In that case a trader, named. 
Beall, became of unsound mind, and, being found wan.-. 
dering about the streets, was placed in a lunatic asylum: 
by a police magistrate. The defendant Smith, his con. 
fidential manager, was called upon by Mr. Beall’s 
family to give an account of the stock and of the receipts. 
and payments of the business. Smith, not knowing how 
to act under the circumstances so as to get a proper 
release, consulted a firm of solicitors who had in some 
instances acted for Mr. Beall; and under their advice- 
proceedings were instituted and carried on, of a great. 
portion of which the Court of Appeal in Chancery sub- 
sequently expressed their disapproval. The first of the: 
steps thus taken was to file a bill in the name of 
the lunatic by a next friend, who was proved to the- 
satisfaction of the court to be a nominee of the soli- 
citors. The only defendant was Smith. The bill 
prayed for an account of defendant’s dealings as. 
manager, and for the appointment of a receiver until the 
plaintiff srecoveryor until a committee should beappointed,. 
with directions as to the winding up of the plaintiff's. 
business and property. Without entering into the: 
details of the case, it may be stated that an order was. 
made for a receiver, with the consent of a solicitor re- 
presenting the lunatic’s family, notice to the family 
having been given by the direction of the chief clerk. 
The Lords Justices seemed to think that even this order 
was a great stretch of the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Chancery, and that, if it could be justified at all, it must 
be upon the ground that Smith, by reason of his fiduciary 
position, was a quasi trustee of the property in his hands; 
and they were clearly of opinion that everything done 
after the date of this order was improper, and that 
under the circumstances all the subsequent orders of the 
court and the proceedings thereunder ought to be 
treated, as between the lunatic and the solicitors, exactly’ 
as if they were the orders and proceedings of the solici- 
tors acting on their own motion and responsibility. Alb 
these subsequent orders and proceedings were taken 
without notice to Beall’s family, or to the solicitor who- 
had represented them at the appointment of the receiver. 
The first thing done was to set down the cause for hear- 
ing as a short cause, and to take a decree directing 
various accounts and inquiries. Before the certificate was- 
made under this decree, the solicitors had notice that a 
petition for inquiry had been presented in lunacy, and 
also that the plaintiff had been found lunatic. They 
went on, however, with the suit ; the certificate was made ;: 
and the cause heard on further consideration. Under 
the order made on further consideration the following: 
costs, &c., were paid out of the lunatic’s estate (all the: 
costs both of plaintiff and defendant being taxed as be- 
tween solicitor and client)—viz., £207 odd for the plain- 
tiff's costs of the suit, £51 odd for the defendant’s costs,. 
£144 odd for receiver’s poundage, £246 to an accountant 
for investigating the books, and some other items, making” 
altogether £700; the gross amount got in being £2,886 
odd. The final appointment of a committee was not 
completed until all these proceedings had been taken ands 
disbursements made; nor were the family aware of them: 
until the committee made the discovery. With the leave 
of the Master in Lunacy the committee applied to the 
Court of Chancery, and being dissatisfied with the order 
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made on his application by Wickens, V.C., he appealed 
to the Lords Justices. The judgment of Lord Justice 
James (noticed by us at the time, 18 S. J. 114), 
ig valuable on account of the discussion it contains with 
reference to the powers of the Court of Chancery over 
the property of persons of unsound mind, and especially 
for the emphatic assertion of the utter paralysis that 
falls upon the arm of that court so soon as a person has 
been found lunatic by inquisition, even although no 
committee of his estate has been appointed. For our 
present purpose, however, it will be sufficient to point 
out that when proceedings are taken under circumstances 
like those mentioned above, although they may be taken 
in a bond fide belief that the Court of Chancery has full 
jurisdiction to deal with the matter, yet if, after the 
court, having been set in motion by the solicitor, has 
ronounced orders or taken any other proceedings, it is 
led to believe that the object of the solicitor in whose 
power the whole proceedings and the form of the orders 
made virtually were, was not the benefit of the nominal 
plaintiff, but his own pecuniary profit, and that in reality 
the nominal plaintiff neither was nor could be benefited 
by such proceedings; the fact of the orders having been 
made will not shelter him from having to make repara- 
tion to the estate which he has burdened with expenses 
of his own creating. In the case in question the solici- 
tors were ordered to pay into court in the lunacy all the 
sums paid for costs either to themselves or to the defen- 
dant’s solicitor, and the sum paid to the accountant, but 
they were allowed to deduct the costs of the suit up to 
the appointment of the receiver. Moreover, with respect 
to the application to the court by the committee, they 
were ordered to pay all the costs as between solicitor and 
client, including the costs of the appeal. 

A question of some interest was decided in Talbot v. 
Talbot (22 W. R. 619, L. R. 17 Eq. 347). On the 
authority of Daniel’s Chancery Practice, 5th edition, p. 
75, it seems to have been thought that on the death, in- 


capacity, or removal of the next friend of an infant 
plaintiff, the proper course in all cases is for the solicitors 
of the plaintiff to apply for the appointment of a new 


next friend, whose fitness must be proved. The case in 
question, however, shows that in such a case the next 
paternal relations of the infant are entitled to nominate a 
new next friend, and that the person so nominated may 
obtain orders of course for his appointment as next 
friend, and for the change of the plaintiff's solicitors on 
the record, and that on applying for these orders tt is 
not necessary to show the fitness of the applicant, or to 
serve notice on any one, or file any affidavits in support of 
the applications. 

In the case of He Commonwealth Land Building 
Estate and Auction Company (Limited), Ex parte 
Hollington (22 W. R. 106; commented on 18 8. J. 
60), a solicitor, being misled by his clerk, issued writs for 
an amount payable under an order of the Court of Chan- 
cery after the clerk had virtually undertaken that an 
authority to pay the debt to the solicitors for the credi- 
tors, instead of to the creditors themselves, should be for- 
warded to the debtors’ solicitor in a few days, and wout 

iving any notice of an intention to issue the writs. 

nder these circumstances Hall, V.C., ordered the solicitor 
who issued the writs to pay the costs of the execution 
and of the application to the court. As we pointed out 
at the time, the court appears to have made the order in 
the exercise of its jurisdiction over solicitors as officers of 
the court. 

The case of Reynolds and Another v. Howell (22 W. R, 
18) was a case where an action having been brought by 
an attorney in the names of the plaintiffs without their 
authority, the plaintiffs applied that the proceedings in 
the action might be stayed. The attorney was insolvent, 
The question was whether the plaintiffs were bound to 

y the costs of the defendants, or whether the 





Bench, on the authority of Robson v. Eaton (1 T. RB. 62), 
adopted the latter, and ordered the proceedings to be 
stayed without making any order as to costs. The 
question has already been fully discussed by us (18 9. J. 
157). 








Recent Bectstans. 
COMMON LAW. 


Al Lease —CovenANT—SUBLETTING. 
Treloar v. Bigge, Ex., 22 W. R. 842, L. R. 9 Ex. 151. 


In a lease by the defendant to the plaintiff, the plain- 
tiff covenanted not to assign without the defendant’s 
consent in writing, “such consent not being arbitrarily 
withheld.” So far there could hardly be a doubt that 
the words as to the withholding of consent were merely 
@ qualification on the preceding words; the lessee would 
not assign without consent, provided the refusal of con- 
sent were not arbitrary; if consent were arbitrarily re- 
fused and he assigned, he would have committed no 
breach of the covenant. But neither the form of the 
words nor the context favoured the construction of them 
as a covenant by the lessor not to withhold consent 
arbitrarily. But in the power of re-entry the form of 
expression was changed; the power was to re-enter on 
the lessee’s assigning without the lessor’s consent; “ but 
such consent is not to be arbitrarily withheld.” It must 
always remain doubtful what the parties meant to ex- 
press by these words. Their form favours one view, 
their position and context another. It is enough to say 
that, though they are sufficient to limit ‘the power of 
re-entry, they are, at any rate, not sufficiently clear to 
create a covenant, aud in an action by the lessee against 
the lessor for arbitrarily withholding his assent, the 
court arrived at that conclusion. Amphlett, B., seems 
to have thought that the words could not by possibility 
have a double function, that of a proviso, and also that 
of a covenant; but it is not clear that there is any such 
impossibility ; cases may be easily conceived in which 
similar words would probably be so interpreted. The 
maxim in dubtis minimum seems to us a better ground 
of decision. But it is important also to know what con- 
struction will, in such a connection, be put upon the 
words “arbitrarily withholding consent;” and although 
Amphlett, B., expresses doubt, Kelly, C.B., and 
Pollock, B., appear to have satisfied themselves upon it. 
“ Arbitrary” signifies “ wilful;” it is therefore opposed 
to “reasonable,” and signifies groundless, or, at least, 
without such grounds as a reasonable man would act 
upon ; but there is nothing in the context to restrict the 
grounds to any particular class or description, nothing 
certainly to exclude consideration of the lessor’s own 
general pecuniary interest (which was the case here), nor 
anything to exclude grounds which (as was, perhaps, also 
the case here) would, under the circumstances, prevent 
him from giving his consent to any assignment. 


Carrrer—Bitt or Laptinc—Excerpren Psrms—NeEcGii- 
GENCE. 


Taylor v. Liverpool and Great Western Steam Ship 
Company, Q. B. 22 W. R. 752. 
D'Arc v. The London and North Western Railway 
Company, C. P. 22 W. R. 919, L. R. 9 C. P. 325. 


These. two cases may be noticed together as decided on 
an identical principle. In the first (Taylor v. Liverpool, 
&c., Company), a bill of lading which included among 
the excepted perils “ thieves,” was held not to protectthe 
shipowner against the abstraction of a box of diamonds 
in port from on board ship—whether by one of the crew, 


efendants were to look for their costs to the attorney. | or by a passenger, or by some third person, did not 


The former alternative appears to have been the usual 
practice, but in the present case the Court of Queen's 


appear. The word was held to have the same meaning 
asin a policy of insurance, that is, theft accompanied 
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with violence ; and the principle on which this has been 
so held in the case of policies of insurance, and which 
was applied here with much more cogent force, is that 
theft by those on board can (speaking generally) be pre- 
vented by the shipowner, and that he therefore ought to 
bear the loss. 

In the second (D'Arc vy. London and North Western 
Railway Company), a similar decision was come 
to with respect to a term in a contract with a rail- 
way company, that the goods should be “at owner's 
risk.” It was held that this clause referred to risks of 
an accidental kind, and did not include injury caused by 
the negligent delay of the defendants. In this decision 
the court expressly followed the decision in Robinson v. 
Great Western Railway Company (14 W. R. 206), but in 
truth it did not need the authority of that case. The 
rule has been coustantly applied in the construction of 
carriers’ contracts, that without very clear words the 
carrier is notexempted from liability for his own negligence 
(Hinton v. Dibbin, 2 Q. B. 646); and Martin v. Great 
Indian Peninsular Railway Company (L. R. 3 Ex. 9), is 
a strong instance of the application of this rule. 

It may further be noticed that in Taylor v. Liverpool, 
é&c., Company, it was sought to bring the case within the 
exception of “damage to any goods which is capable of 
being coveied by in:urance;” but this very strained con- 
a‘rution was not admitted by the court, who held that the 
words referred to some injury to the substance of the 
goods, and not to their abstraction in an uninjured state. 
Lastly, it was attempted to throw on the plaintiff the 
onus of proving that the loss was not within the excep- 
tion which was to protect the defendants—of course 
without success. There was no prima facie case bring- 
ing it within the exception; if there had been, it would 
have been a different matter. 








SOLICITO&S AND LEGAL EDUCATION. 


Mr. F. T. Bircwam, the president of the Incorporated 
Law Society, at the conference recently held at Leeds, 
unfolded the policy of his professional brethren in an 
address marked, not only by lawyer-like shrewdness, but 
by a fairness of temper that tends to make discussion both 


pleasant and fruitful. The subject which naturally 
engaged the largest share of attention at this congress of 
the solicitors was the change in the relations to each other 
of the two branches of the legal profession which is 
involved in Lord Selborne’s proposals or in any similar 
projects of legislation. It is satisfactory to see that the 
president of the Incorporated Law Society did not pro- 
pound apy revolutionary theory, Mr. Bircham fully 
r-cognised the fact that in these days the claims of every 
yro‘ession to consiceration and to power mast be tested 
by its performances and by their worth. It is idle to 
attempt to establish pretensions to an inheritance of 
privilege vpon mere antiquarian grounds. The wealth and 
the authority of the Inns of Court may have been 
improperly or unconsciously diverted to the sustenance 
ard aggrandisemeut of one branch of the legal profession, 
though both branches might have asserted a co-equal 
inberitance. But these questions of primitive right are 
not likely to be investigated by a Parliament of practical 
men at this time of day. Tha solicitors understand this 
perfectly well. Forty years ago they understood it 
and accepted the fact, and set themselves to try and 
remedy tse consequences. They saw that the young 
men who were in training for practice as solicitors were 
without the means of acquiring a sound legal education. 
They did not agitate for a share of public endowments or 
© rporate property, nor did they make any demands on 
t1e national exchequer. They framed and founded a 
system of instruction and examination in the principles of 
jaw which bas gradually raised the general tone of tech- 
nical learning in the ranks of the profession to a point 
which a generation ago would have appeared beyond hope. 
* We have within ourselves,” said Mr. Bircham, “a teach- 
irg and examining school which, if it be not all that it 
ought to be, is capable of every such development as, 
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thinking and moving in the spirit of our day, its memberg 
may see fit to give it.” Thus the profession, which wag 
represented at Leeds by the éite of its London and pro. 
vincial practitioners, is in a position to regard from an 
independent point of view any proposals, such as those of 
Lord Selborne, for the esiablishment of a General School 
of Law. These projects may be defensible or desirable 
on grounds of public utility ; but ina merely professional 
aspect they present, if we may form a judgment from the 
tone of Mr. Bircham's address, little or no real attraction 
to the members of the Incorporated Law Society. Mr, 
Bircham warned his fellow members “not to abandon 
what we have, except in exchange for something which we 
can feel assured is to be distinctly better.” From this it 
would appear that, in its present form, Lord Selborne’s 
scheme does not satisfy the conditions which the solicitors 
hold ‘to be indispensable. 

Yet, as we know, the Incorporated Law Scciety has 
strongly supported the proposals of the late Lord Chancellor, 
and very probably Mr. Bircham’s criticisms: were intended 
rather to make the interests of his order more secure under 
the scheme than to discourage the advances of educational 
reform«rs. The conditions for which he urged his profession 
to stipzlate, in view of any legislation for the establishment 
of a General School of Law, are not in themselves extrava- 
gant. The adequate representation of the professicn of 
solicitors upon tke governing body of the new school is only 
reasonable, though some controversy may arise as to what is 
meant by the word ‘‘ adequate.” Thisis, however, a matter 
of detail that could hardly be set'led, even provisionally, 
before the bill comes to be discussed in Parl’ament. Again, 
the claim that all degrees or diplomas of honour or com- 
petence should be open to all students in the proposed school 
of law, whether they be destined for the bar or for the 
“lower branch of the profession,” cr for neither, is per- 
fectly admissible. The third point upon which Mr. Bircham 
insisted is scarcely more doubtful. A rigorous theory 
might prescribe that the National School of Law should 
not only examine and qualify all legal students, but should 
also undertake their instruction. It is certain, however, 
that the proposal to concentrate ell legal education in 
Lendon would be most unpopular, and, if enforced by law, 
would constitute a real hardship. Mr. Bircham pointed 
out that in 1872, out of 659 candidates who presented them- 
selves for their final examination before admission as 
solicitors, 249, or more than one in three only, came up to 
London to be examined, and received their training entirely 
in the country. Accordingly the Incorporated Law Society 
would protest—at least, its president protested—against 
giving the new School of Law any “exclusive ” privilege 
asateaching body. Lord Selborne himself would probably 
be the first to assent to Mr. Bircham’s demand for a “ proper 
visitation of the school, with a satisfactory definition of the 
duty of its visitors ;”” nor would any of us dissent from his 
wish “‘ for efficient examinations in commcn sense,” though 
we are compelled to Jeave unanswered bis question, ‘ but 
where would be the Examiners?’’ These criticisms and 
stipulations leave the broad lines of Lord Selborne’s scheme 
untouched. — Zimes. 





on ———— 


Tt is stated that at a mceting of the Finance Committee 
of the Bristol Corporaticn on Thursday, the office of town 
clerk, vacant by the death of Mr. D. Burges, was offered 
to Mr. William Brice, who has acted as city solicitor for 
many years, and that gentleman accepted the position. 


A novel difficulty has arisen in the borough of Newport 
on the appointment of Mr. C, A. Fox, clerk to the borough 
magistrates, to the office of Clerk of the Peace for Mon- 
mouthshire. It was suggested that by his appointment 
to the latter office he would become liable to penalties 
under the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 75,8 5, which prohibits any 
clerk to borough justices from being “interested in the 
prosecution of offenders” at Quarter Sessions. Mr. Fox 
accordingly resigned his former office, but the magistrates 
have since submitted a case for the opinion of the Attorney- 
General, the Solicitor-General, and Mr. F. F. Pinder, who 
have advised that as the Clerk of the Peace is paid by 
salary only he cannot be held to be “interested ’’ in pro- 
secutions. The borough magistrates havo therefore re- 
appointed Mr, Fox as their clerk. 
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Rehicws. 


ULTRA VIRES. 
A TREATISE ON THE Doctrine or ULrra Virgs: being an 
Investigation of the Principles which limit the Capa- 
* cities, Powers, and Liabilities of Corporations, and 
more especially of Joint Stock Companies. By Sewarp 
Brice, M.A., LL.D., London, of the Inner Temple, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. London: Stevens & Haynes. 


The law of joint stock companies has received so great a 
development of late years, and has become of such import- 
ance, that a practical treatise on any of its branches is likely 
to be welcomed by the profession. Weare not, therefore, 
surprised at Mr. Brice’s choice of a subject, nor inclined 
to complain of it; although in strictness the application 
of the so-called doctrine of Ultra Vires to corporations 
ought not to be the single theme of a text-book. For 
the rules that make up the doctrine are but slightly con- 
nected; and being of a negative or extraordinary 
character, they are best considered side by side with the 
corresponding affirmative or ordinary rules. Besides, 
the subject, if treated separately, should be treated in its 
relation to the general law of partnership and agency as 
well as tu the special law of corporations. 

The choice of the subject appears accordingly to pre- 
clude any arrangement of its parts that can be called, in 
the proper sense of the word, scientific. The work 
has, in fact, no arrangement at all: after indicating a 
treatment of the subject which involves some method, the 
author says that he will not adopt it, but will deal 

with the incidents of corporations “ seriatim in a less 
pretentious way in connection with the particular facts— 
business, financial proceedings, and the like—to which 
they severally relate.’ The absence of orderly treatment 
is a defect which is likely to re-act upon the author. As 
he has not himself considered his subject as a whole, he 
will includethings which are foreign and miss things which 
are pertinent to it. Thus there is a long introductory 
chapter, the greater part of which might well have been 
left out. And the author has omitted to take notice of 
cases bearing more or less directly on wiltra vires, the 
knowledge of which is essential to the practitioner. We 
may mention Jobinson’s Executor’s Case (2 D. M. G. 
517) and Zulueta’s Claim (18 W. R. 416, 778, L. R. 9 
Eq. 270, 5 Ch. 444), which is stated on one point, but 
is not referred to on the important point as to which the 
appeal court differed from the court below. 

When we turn to the more serious question, that of 
the manner in which the subjects included are treated, 
we are sorry to have to charge Mr. Brice with great 
inaccuracy, and with what is, perhaps, worse, an inade- 
quate appreciation of the meaning of the law and of the 
cases that have made the law. 

We will give a few examples of his inaccuracy. In the 
introductory chapter above referred to, regular com- 
munities of religious persons are stated to be corpora- 
tions sole. It is stated at p. 246, that “ there can be no 
authority to an agent, implied or otherwise, to take pro- 
ceedings which would be ultra vires of the corporation, 
and that the corporation cannot in any way be rendered 
amenable for torts committed by one of their servants in 
the course of such proceedings. This is well shown by” 
acase of unlawful detention by a station master, the 
circumstances of which are given. Our author goes on, 
at p. 247, “This case decides only that no implied 
authority as to detention belonged to the station master. 
Of course he might have had express authority to act as 
he did, and though such authority would have been 
ultra vires of the company purporting to confer it, yet 
they would have been responsible for the results thereof.” 
At p. 501, it is said that “a person who has sold his 
shares, even though he may still remain under liabilities, 
cannot institute proceedings ” to restrain ultra vires acts. 
Yet in the next page, among persons who can institute 
such proceedings are classed, “persons liable to be 
placed upon B, or other supplemental lists of contribu- 





tories.”” Instances of this kind of carelessness are very 
numerous. 


We do not think that we can give a better example of 
Mr. Brice’s misapprehension of legal principles than that 
to which we were guided by the preface. We should 
mention first that Mr. Brice distinguishes what we pre- 
sume are intended to be general principles or rules result- 
ing from the authorities, by printing them as though they 
were the headings of chapters. The preface says 
that “the doctrine of ultra vires objected to the re- 
straint of the maxim ‘qui facit per alium facit per se,’ 
and made a desperate standto be relieved from it. 
Here, however, the common law maintained its supre- 
macy, though, mirabile dictu, equity yielded, so that 
there is now to be seen the strange anomaly that corpora- 
tions may be liable at law under circumstances where 
chancery imposes no liability, and that what the former 
says is palpable fraud the latter will often pass over, or at 
least admit its inability to punish.” We turn to the 
portion of the text referred to in a note to this paragraph. 
After stating and illustrating the rule that at Common 
Law, corporations are liable to an action for damages for 
the frauds of their agents, the author lays down as one 
of the principles or rules resulting from the authorities, 
that “corporations are not liable in Chancery for the 
frauds of their agents. Semble, but they cannot retain 
any benefit derived by them from such frauds.” He 
brings forward to support this rule a number of 
cases in equity which are either inapplicable or no longer 
law, and then says that “Three recent decisions 
of the Supreme Court of Appeal have partially 
removed this anomaly, and have at length determined 
that a corporation cannot in Chancery any more than at 
Common Law shield itself from liabilities from the frands 
of those it employs.’ The three cases are New Bruns- 
wick Railway Land Company v. Conybeare; Western 
Bank of Scotland v. Addie ; and Oakes v. Turquand, 
the second of which was a Scotch appeal, and nota 
Chancery case. After referring to these cases, our author 
goes on, “ But even the above decisions do not go as far 
as those at law. In Barwick v. The English Joint Stock 
Bank, the Exchequer Chamber held that “an action for 
fraud lies against a corporation a3 against any private 
individual, whether the fraud be that of the principal 
directly, or of the agents employed, provided only that 
the latter only are acting within the ordinary scope of 
their occupation. Butin Western Bank of Scotland v. 
Addie,’ which our readers will obsérve was the Scotch 
case, “ the Lord Chancellor said, ‘ But if the person who 
has been induced to purchase shares by the fraud of the 
directors, instead of seeking to set aside the contract, 
prefers to bring an action for damages for the deceit, 
such an action cannot be maintained against the company, 
but only against the directors personally.” This is the 
ground upon which Mr. Brice states that Chancery will 
pass over what the Common Law says is frand. But 
this is not all. After some further observations, we are 
presented with another summary of the authorities, part 
of which is the statement that “It seems that the 
corporation cannot by any proceedings in Chancery be 
rendered liable for damages resulting from fraud imputable 
toitindirectly. If,” ourauthor proceeds,“ the limitation last 
mentioned be correct, then it follows that im future, cor- 
porations will not be liable at law for indirect fraud, 
since the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, ex- 
pressly provides that where the rules of law and equity 
conflict, those of equity are to prevail. This result—the 
holding corporations not liable for the frauds of their 
agents—will cause a considerable qualification of the law, 
as at present existing, of principal and agent, and it will 
be a strange exemplification of the unexpected effects 
produced by sweeping legislative enactments passed 
without a due consideration of the matters affected 
thereby.” We think that our resders will not reqaire 
us to explain to them the nature or extent of the fallacies 
involved in the part of Mr. Brice’s treatise of which we 
have just given a sketch. 
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We will say, in justice to Mr. Brice, that there are not 
many cases in which he has shown so complete a mis- 
apprehension of the law asin this. But the instance is 
typical of the defect which underlies the entire work, 
and every now and then exhibits itself, sometimes by a 
wrong reading of cases, and sometimes by the citation of 
cases to support a proposition on which they have no real 
bearing. It is typical also of a certain flippancy—an 
ex cathedra air—which, having regard to what we think 
of our author's competency, seems to us to be singularly 
misplaced. 

We are sorry that we are obliged to pass so unfavour- 
able a judgment upon this book. We will, in conclusion, 
say all that we can in its favour;—that Mr. Brice has 
shown a laudable desire to try and think for himself; 
that he has adopted a plan which if properly carried out 
we think a very good one, that of stating a rule in general 
terms, and then giving a summary of the authorities 
that support it ; and that the book may be useful to the 
practitioner if consulted in addition to, and not instead 
of the other well-known works on company law that 
treat incidentally of the doctrine of ultra vires. 








Potes. 


A DECISION OF CONSIDERABLE IMPORTANCE with regard to 
building societies’ mortgages was given by the Court of 
Appeal last week in Ex parte Oshorie. The facts were 
that a Mr. Goldsmith became a member of a building 
society in respect of twelve shares of the nominal value of 
£50 each. The rules of the society provided that the 
funds of the society should be advanced tothe members, 
or otherwise invested on mortgage, and that every 
member receiving an advance should repay the same, 
with interest at the rate determined by the board, by 
monthly or other instalments, and should execute sach a 


mortgage security as the society's solicitors should re- 
quire. The prospectus cf the society contained a scale of 
the monthly payments for each £100 advanced, according 
to the term of years for which it might be borrowed, and 
stated “the above instalments amount in all cases to £5 
per cent. per annum for the term esclected, added to the 
priveipal sum borrowed, and distributed in monthly pay- 


ments throvugbout the term.” Fines were to be incurred 
in case of non-puncteal payment of the instalmente. Mr. 
Goldemith borrowed £600 from the society, to be repaid 
in seven years, and to secure the repayment he gave a 
mortgage by underlease of a leasehold property. The 
deed provided for a surrender of the property to him if 
he should pay the subscriptions, fines, and other payments 
which should become due from him in respect of his shares, 
and of the £600 advanced, observe all the rules of the 
society in respect of the shares, pay the rent, and 
perform the covenants of thelease. In case of defaul. on 
hie part, power was given to the society tosell the proper- 
tice, and out of the sale-moneye to retain, fret their costs, 
and in the next place, ‘all sach subscriptions, fines, and 
her same of money and payments which shall be then 
due, or which shail afterwards become due in respect of 
the said shares during the then remainder of the snid 
peri A seven years, it being agreed by the said parties 
hereto that in case any such sale shall take place, all the 
moneys which shall at acy time afterwards become due 
from the said Goldemith, his executors, administrators, or 
astigot, in respect of the said shares according to the rales 
of tbe suid association hall be considered as then immedi- 
wely ducand payatle.” Goliemith made default in pay- 
met of hia instalments, aod became bankrapt. The 
unity wid the property weveral years before the expira- 
ton A the vores years, and tbe question sarowe between 
them 2nd the trastce under the bankraptcy as tw the 
anvunt Which they were entitled to retain out of the sale 
maomezyt, The wociety Animed to retain the full amount 
A ah) the instalments (uct already ped by Goldsmith) up 
0 the enh A the seven yours, The court decided that the 
way CAA wh retain anything in renpect of interest to 
aceores Gus bier the comple of tie whe, the principal debt 
being then tatishied, They were ontitied to retain all the 





fines and instalments whith became due before the com. 
pletion of the sale; but a cakoulation must be made of how 
much of the future instalments represented principal, and 
how much represented interest, and they were not en. 
titled to retain that part which represented interest. 


Tue Tripunat oF Commercr at Nancy, in the case of 
Lemercier vy. Dujardin (reported in a recent number of 
A:nales de la Propriété Indust: i+lle), decided a question of 
the kind which constantly agitates “green-rooms.” It 
appears that in June, 1873, Madame Dojardin en. 
tered into an engagement to play at the theatre 
at Nancy. At the time when the lady entered 
into the contract, she sent to the manager of the theatre, 
as part of the contract, a repertoire signed by her, con- 
taining the names of the parts she undertook to play, 
Among these was that of Clairette in La Fille de Madame 
Angot. M. Lemercier, the manager, when this operetta 
was placed in rehearsal, gave Madame Dujardin the part 
of Mdlle. Lange instead of that of Clairette, which he 
assigned to another artiste. Madame Dujardin refused 
to play the part given toher. The manager thereupon 
brought the matter before the tribural, praying that the 
obstinate lady might either be decreed to perform the 
part assigned to her, or, in case of her continued refusal, 
might be ordered to pay damages. ‘The court, in reject. 
ing the application, remarked that, under article 1156 of 
the Code Civil, in construing agreements, they had to 
find ont the common intention of the parties rather than 
to adhere to the literal meaning of the words used. It was 
not denied that the engagement of Madame Dojardin 
was to play “«n chef ou en partage,” and the coart held 
that this condition gave the manager the right to substi- 
tute another artiste in the rédle of Clairette specified by 
Madame Dnjardin, but did not enable him to compel that 
lady to play another part in the same piece which she had 
not studied, and which she must have intended to ex- 
clade by ber specification. That, said the court, would 
Le to give the words “«n partege”’ a meaning which they 
would not bear. The manager sovght to bolster up his 
case by alleging a right to distribute as he thought 
proper the parts in the piéces nouvelles. But the court 
pointed out that by this term are understood pieces not 
more than a year old; and since the operetta of La Fille 
de Madame Angot bad been first represented at Brussels on 
4th December, 1872, at the date of the entry of the case 
it bad been in existence more than a year. Hence the 
court declared that the manager was justified in not 
givivg to Madame Dujardin the part she had specified, 
and that Madame Dojardin was also justified in refusing 
to play the part the manager had specified. 


In tHe case of Cullinan Mincrs on Saturday last, the 
composure of the Queen’s Bench in Ireland was raffled by 
a little explosion of a type not altogether unknown in 
other courts in that country. The Lord Chief Justice took 
occasion to observe that there had been several cases of 
the same kind before not only the Queen’s Bench, but the 
late Lord Chief Baron. He did not understand why a 
judge of that court should “ whisk about” for reasons to 
set aside the settled practice of the courts. Mr. Jastice 
Fitzgereld, the judge at whom the remark was aimed, took 
up the challenge, and said that he had given his best con- 
sideration to the case upon the affidavits, and made the 
ruling which in his judgment the interests of justice re- 
quired. He bad not ‘whisked about” for any reasons to 
reverse the practice, Matters herenpon appeared serious ; 
for an accusation of “ whisking about,’’ whatever else it 
may mean, obviously implies something altogether incon- 
sistent with the dignity which is invariably characteristic 
of the Irish judge. Fortunately, however, before the 
controversy went farther, Mr. Juatico Barry succeeded 
in throwing oil on the troubled waters by o suggestion 
which seems to amount to this, that in fact each learned 
— was more or less right in his view of the course to 


On Tuxapay Last the Obief Judge, in a case of Kz 
porte Lindway, decided that, to justify the making of an 
sAjudication of bankraptwy, oven whon tho alloged debtor 
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does not appear on the hearing of the petition and has 
given no notice, under rule 36, of his intention to show 
cause against it, there must be strict proof of the 
commission of an ect of bankruptcy, &c., and it is 
not sufficient that there is the common affidavit (Form 
No. 11) verifying the statements contained in the 
petition, His Lordship said that the purpose of the 
common affidavit in support of a bankeaytey petition 
is only to justify the sealing of the petition. In the 
same case the objection was taken that an adjudication 
could not ba made by a deputy registrar. The Chief 
Judge, however, thought that, by virtue ofrales1 & 3, 
the judge of a county court is enabled to delegate the 
powers vested in him by the Bankruptcy Act, 1869 to 
deputy registrar as well as to a registrar. 


In SEVERAL RECENT CASES the Chief Judge in Bank ruptcy 
has complained that the notices of appeal motions did not 
‘state the nature of the orders appealed from. Solicitors 
practising in bankruptcy would do well to take a note of 








The Times prints the following letter from the Steward of 
‘Gray’s Inn :—“ Gray’s- Inn, Nov. 4, 1874.—Ata Pension 
holden on the 4th day of November, 1874, Master Manisty 
called the attention to the Bench to the numbers of the news- 
paper called the Evxglishman, edited by Dr. Kenealy, a 
memtker of this Society, and a barrister-at-law, since the 
making of the order of Pension on the Ist of August last, 
and to the terms of that order, and then moved the following 
resolutions, which were seconded by Master Holker, Solicitor- 
General, and carried:—‘ Ist. That Dr. Kenealy be called 
‘upon to show cause, on Thursday, the 26th day of November 
inst., at 11 o’clock a.m., why his name should not be erased 
from the roll of the members of this Society, and bis call to 
the Bar vacated, on the ground that, being the editor of that 
newspaper, he is unfit to be a member of this Society or of the 
English Bar. 2d. That aspecial Pension be holden on the 
‘day and at the time above named for the purpose of hearing 
Dr. Kenealy, either in person or by counsel or attorney. 3d. 
That a copy of these resolutions be forthwith sent to Dr. 
‘Kenealy and Mr. Evans, who appeared for him as _ his 
attorney on a former occasion.’—Charles Edmund Banks.” 


Under the Borough Funds Act, passed two sessions ago, 
it is required that before going to Parliament a corporation 
should obtain the consent of the ratepayers, in public meet- 
ing assembled. A meeting duly convened was held in the 
Manchester Town-hall on Wednesday, the Mayor in the 
chair, to give the required sanction to a proposed City Im- 

rovement Bill, The mecting was practically unanimous, 
ut one ratepayer complained that in the proposed improve- 
ments the ward with which he was connected had not been 
considered, and when the formal resolution was put to the 
meeting, he alone voted against it. Afterwards, as he is 
entitled to do under the Borough Funds Act, he demanded a 
poll of the ratepayers, Ultimately, under pressure from all 
resent, he withdrew his demand, which, if persisted in, the 

‘own Clerk (Sir Joseph wos stated would have cost the 
city from £700 to £1,000. Sir Joseph Heron condemned the 
Act as being in this respect the most absurd which had ever 
passed tho Legislature, inasmuch as it placed it in the 
power of a single ratepayer to override the feeling of an en- 
tire community in order te show off his own importance, 
‘Under the Act one person might stupidly say, “I will have 
a poll,” and the chances were that the most valuable and 
important project that could be conceived might be set aside 
‘by the more exponditure on a few ptacards saying ‘ Vote 
against Rates!” 

In a caso which was recently heard at judges’ chambers, 
counsel called attention to the fact that a shorthand writer 
was intheroom., Baron Bramwell.—It is a most improper 
“peer that a conversational discussion like this should 

reported, In thore a reporter for th» press present? A 

rter announced that he was seven and offered to leave 
e was ordered immediately 


repo 
hia notes in tho judge's hands, I 
to withdraw, 
The Eaton Nags Democrat, apeaking of a candidate for 
the bench of the Supreme Court of Ohio, saya: ‘* He isa 
d man eoclally, but hin periodioal sprees unfit hin for 
the important position of Supreme Judge,” 





AN AMERICAN FINAL EXAMINATION. 


THe jadges of the Supreme Court of Illinois have been 
presiding at an examination of students for almission to 
the bar, and Mrs. Bradwell has published a pamphlet in 
which the questions and answers are reported. Some of 
the answers are not unamusiog. | 


Q. The question is, taking a general view, whether a 
wager, at common law, is lawful. 

A, All the class, in chorus. It is not lawful. 

Q. Out of what do incorporeal hereditaments issue ? 

A. Out of rents and profits. 

Q. Suppose a man should die seised of an estate, and 
leave no one to inkerit it ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When is it acquired by forfeiture ? 

A, It is acquired by forfeiture when the party owning 
the land owes something to another. 

Q. Would an estate for a thousand years be a freehold 
or less than a freehold ? 

A, You cannot give an estate for one thonsand years; 
nine hundred and ninety-uine years you may give, and 
that would be leas than a freehold. 

Q. How are corporations dissolved ? 

A. They were dissolved in various ways: sometimes by 
their own limitation, sometimes by the death of a party, 
sometimes by Act of Parliament, and sometimes by the 
happening of events, I believe. They were dissolved also 
by the termination of the event by which they were 
created. 

Q. Would there be no means by which they could be 
estopped ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

A, They could be estopped by guo warrente and seire 


Sa-ias. 


és . . 

Q. What is the general issue in an action of debt on a 
specialty ? 

A. Not guilty. 

A. Non est factum. 

Mr. Wheeler. Is that the general issue in debt ? 

A, I think it ag near as you can get at it. 

Q. How does Blackstone describe the matter of the re- 
ponsibility of a minister to the House of Commons, and 
the necessity of the remove! of a ministry snd the election 
of anew Parliament in case there is a conflict between 
the House of Commons and the king * 

4. When an Act has passed through Parliament it is 
supposed to have received the assent of the reiguing 
sovereign. When it is not assented to in this manner, it 
causes & dissolution. ; 

Q. How many courts of record are described as existing 
in England ? 

A, At first there was only one court in the feudary; 
then, afterwards, there were several courts—the Coart of 
Chancery, Assize, and Courts of Quarter Sessions. 

Q. What are known as the four superior courts ? 

A, The Court of Exchequer, the Court of Assize, the 
Court of Appeals, and the Court of Chancery. 

Q. Can you state what they are, Mr. Randall ? 

A. I do not believe I can. There are nine different 
courts. 

Q. TL asked for the four superior courts 

4, Nisi Prius, I think, is one, the Court of Common 
Law, Court of Criminal Law, and Court of Chancery. 

A. Tho Courts of Assize, Nisi Prius, Ecclesiastical, and 
Chancery. 

Q. What is the name of an intermediate court between 
the King’s Bench, Common Pleas, or either of the saperior 
courts, to the House of Lords ? 

A. I think the Courts of Exchequer and Nisi Prias. 

Q. Is the Constitution of Ragland written ? 

A, It is uawritten, 

Q. How is it determined ? ‘ 

A, It ia determined by the king. —Amerien Law Review. 





The trial of Clement Duvernois, whe was Minister ef Com. 
merece under the Empire, and five other personas 
with fraud and breach of trust in commexian with the Reegue 
Territoriate & Kevagne commenced at Paris oa Taesdayn, Rs 
likely to occupy several days, 
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General Correspondence. 


" Leoan or Meprcat Coronsns. 
To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I quite concur with you in holding that the offico 
of coroner is cne of so much importance that it ought no 
longer to be left to popular election to determine by whom 
it is to be filled, whenever a vacancy occurs in any 
of our countics. It is well known that under such circum- 
stances the best man is not always chosen, but rather the 
one whose organisation has been most perfect, and who has 
spent the most money in conducting the election. I sub- 
mit that this is a question which might well be taken 
in hand by the Lord Chancellor, who seems wishful to do 
what he can in the way of effecting legal reform. I am 
always opposed to the holder of any office of a judicial 
character being elected by popular vote. Any candidate, 
however good his intentions may be, is apt, in the heat of 
the contest, to say and do many things which, in calmer 
moments, he must be satisfied are quite incompatible with the 
dignity and duties of the office. ‘To compel a man soli- 
citing a judicial appointment to go through the anxiety and 
turmcil of a contested election is to make him expose him- 
self to dangers and difficulties in which it is the public 
interest that he should not be. involved. 

On the vexed question as to whether the coroner should 

be a lawyer or a medical man, I suppose it will not be allowed 
by your medical contemporaries that I, as a lawyer, can deal 
with the’question impartially, I am, however, too much 
accustomed to look at both sides of cases, and, I hope, 
too ‘much interested in the well-being of my country to 
allow any feeling of personal cr professional interest to pre- 
judice my judgment. SoI have no hesitation in affirming 
that Ientirely agree with you that the lawyer is the fitter 
man for the post, as you have more than once very properly 
insisted. . Scarcely any inquest takes place without the 
examination of a medical man, and scarcely any medical 
testimony is given with which a lawyer of average ability is 
not competent to deal. ‘The question, of course, while 
the present system of election continues, is, who is the 
best man, and not what is his profession; and a really good 
medical man will be better qualified than an inexperienced 
and incompetent lawyer. But, Sir, much depends upon our 
branch of the profession properly exerting itself. Solicitors 
are so apathetic that they permit opportunites to pass 
without in the least troubling themselves to utilise them. 
We ought to be more united, and to take a deeper interest in 
all that concerns our profession. We ought to do all in our 
power to raise its standard both in legal kuowledge and in- 
tellectual acquirements. Let us remember that there is 
something higher and nobler to be achieved than simply to 
gain a verdict or receive a decree. Then, and not till then, 
will the real influence which naturally flows from the faith- 
ful and honest performance of our responsible duties be fully 
felt and duly recognised. 

I trust your powerful'pen will not cease to be used until 
this question of the election of coroners and of the per- 
sons most competent for the office has been settled, and 
the evils, not to say abuses, of the existing-system super- 
seded by the adoption of some well-devised scheme of reform. 

Lonion, K, 





Tae VENDOR AND Purcnasre Act, 1874, 

{ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—The question whether the seventh section of this 
Act takes away from all legal estates their former advan- 
tages over merely equitable estates, as is contended for in 
the article in your number of Oct. 31; or merely takes away 
the advantage which the owner of one of two conflicting 
equitable interests could formerly obtain over the owner of 
the other, by the acquisition of the legal estate, is a ques- 
tion of the gravest importance. Whatever the legislature 
intended it has certainly failed to express it in Dean Swift's 
third style—viz., that style which cannot Le mis-understood. 
Originally this unfortunate section formed no part of the 
draft of the Act as at first introduced, but.was section 125 
of the Land Titles and Transfer bili. “As a part of that 
measure it was in ite right place, because as the cardinal 
— oy the registration alae is to substitute a new 


to reduce all unregistered ownerships to equitable interests, 
it was clearly undesirable that any unregistered equitable 
interest should obtain a priority by “being tacked to or 
protected by” the old kind of legal estate, Advan- 
tageous as many of the provisions of the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act seem likely to be, I cannot but think 
that it was a misfortune that it was, to the sur.. 
prise of the profession, hurried through after the larger: 
measure had been dropped, as it might have been made 
more satisfactory if longer time had been allowed for criti-. 
cism. It is still more unfortunate that this particular 
seventh clause was taken from its original place in the 
Land Transfer Bill, where it was appropriate, and thrust 
into this. If your construction of the clause be correct,. 
that it abolishes altogether the protection or priority whick- 
a legal estate has hitherto enjoyed, the sooner it is repealed 

ab initio, as was the 8th section of the Act 7 & 8 Vict. c. 

76, by the 1st section of 8 & 9 Vict. c, 106, the better, for 

until that is done, or urtil, as has been well observed by your 
correspondent H. and the writer of your article, priorities 

of equitable interests in Jand, like the priorities of assign-- 
ments of choses in action, can be obtained by diligence ir 
searching for and giving notice, we shall be in a state of 

uncertainty and confusion, We must either go back or go 

forward. Either priority must be ensared, as it was before 

the passing of this Act, by obtaining the legal estate, or- 
the law of interests in realty must be assimilated to that 

of interests in choses in action. If you are right it seems. 
to me we have lost an old protection, and have not obtained 

its substitute. 

I submit, however, that there is yet something to be 
said in favour of the construction of this unfortunate sece 
tion contended for by your correspondent H. Having re- 
gard to the fact that the legislature has not been 
considerate enough to explain to us by preamble or recital 
what its intentions were, it is to be presumed that the- 
words of the section will be strictly construed as the only 
index to its meaning. These words are:— After the- 
commencement of this Act no priority or protection shall 
be given or allowed to any estate, right, or interest in 
land by reason of such estate, right, or interest being pro- 
tected by or tacked to any legal or other estate or interest 
in such land; and full effect shall be given in every court 
to this provision although the person claiming suck 
priority or protection as aforesaid shall claim as a pur-- 
chaser for valuable consideration and without notice.” 
Now these words clearly suppose two kinds of estates to- 
exist in case which is to bring the enactment into opera-- 
tion. There is the “estate, right, or interest ’’ which is. 
capable of priority or protection, and there is the ‘* legal or 
other estate” (what other?) which now gives priority or 
protection, and the section says, not that legal interests: 
shall have no priority over equitable interests, but that. 
such legal or other interest shall give no priority or pro-- 
tection to any other (i.e, separate and distinct) estate, 
right, or interest; reserving, as it seems to me, the 
original priority and protection which the legal or- 
other interest of, in, and by itself, and of its own 
proper nature, now gives to its owner. This constrac- 
tion of the section is aided by the use of the word which 
exemplifies the very operation which it would seem to me it 
is the object of the section to prevent. The section speaks of 
the one estate being “tacked ” to the other, and in tacking- 
the owner of the legal estate not only obtains the rights 
which that estate originally gave to its owner but a priority 
or protection for another estate which, but for its junction 
with that legal estate, such other estate would not have 
had. 

Sarely as this construction will give full effect to every- 
word of the clause, some wider and more definite expres- 
sions than these are required to take away the original 
rights and priority of the legal estate itself ? J. 
Birmingham. 


{Has our correspondent fully considered that everyone- 
who claims the protection of the legal estate in a court of 
equity must have an equitable ‘‘ estate, right or interest ” 
which he seeks to protect by the legal estate? Oan he do- 
so since ths passing of section 7? The Act does not say 
that a person shall not gai protection for his equitable 
estate, but that it shall not de protected by his legal estate.. 





statutory legal estate for the old legal estate, and 





—Ep, 8. J. 
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Soticitors’ Epvcation. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—On perusing the list of applications for admission, 
which appeared in your impression of last week, I was 
struck with the fact that only two of the applicants were 
holders of a degree. No doubt, in this utilitarian age, 
circumstances of various kinds render it necessary that a 
young man should be earning something for himself as 


early as possitle; but, among so large a number, there’ 


must surely be more than two whose position admitted of 
their receiving a University education. At all events, if 
it is not so, such a state of things, it must be confessed, 
does not augur well for the future of our branch of the 

fession. Parents and guardians cannot be too often 
reminded of the great advantage it is to a solicitor to have 
taken his degree. Lord Selborne has more than once 
stated how much he owes his present exalted position to 
the wisdom of his father in having furnished him with the 
means of going tothe University of Oxford. In view of 
present and probable fature changes, it is most impor- 
tant that there should be as high a standard of education 
as possible among solicitors, as was so properly urged by 
the president of the Incorporated Law Society in his 
address at Leeds. Probably a few of the present appli- 
cants may have spent some timo at one of the Universities, 
and loft without taking a degree. In that case, unless 
pecuniary considerations deprived them of the opportunity 
of taking their degrees, it would be better that the fact of 
their having been tocollege and failed to obtain their degrees 
should not be known, for unless such men materially 
alter it is not too much to suppose that they would not 
become very successful lawyers or great ornaments to 
the profession. 

In my own case, the advanced age of my father neces- 
sitated my being articled as early as possible, but, this 
consideration excepted, I have often since regretted that 
T could not have remained longer at school and gone to 
college. I know it is said that college life often unfits a 
man for the drudgery of a lawyer's office; but this will 
not be so in the case of a rigot-minded man, who is only 
anxious to fit himself, in the best way he can, for the 
duties of his profession and the business of life. A little 
knowledge is no doubt a dangerous thing, but a sound and 
perfect knowledge, and the possession of enlightened and 
liberal views, such as may be acquired at any of our Uni- 
versities, not ouly inspire a man with confidence, courage, 
and decision, but impart to him a method of dealing with 
persons and things which thoroughly establishes the soli- 
citor in the confidence of his client, and elevates the tone, 
and increases greatly the influence, of our branch of the 
profession. W. J. 





Fors or Wait or SumMoNs IN THE New Ruzes, 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—As the proposed rules under the Judicature Act, 
1873, are not yet formally sanctioned, I hope there is time 
to make some alterations, which I will proceed to suggest, 
in the form of the original writ of summons given in Order 


‘1, Role 1. 


The orders show that this writ must have a date, say 
day, month, and year, but the form suggests only the 
year; again, the form says, “here put the letter and 
number,” I ask, what letter and number? Then again 
the word “ Division’’ appears at the head of the form, but 
nothing shows that words are to be added to explain what 
division. Specimens of these matters should have been 
given, but no doubt these little trifles will all come right 
in practice. But I want more particularly to suggest that 
the words in the body of the writ, “ inclusive of the day 
of such service,” and in the me norandum to be subscribed 
on the writ, “including the day of such date,” are pure 
surplusage, and answer no good end; if the words were 
not there the defendant wonld have a day longer in which 
to appear, and if that be thought too great an indulgence, 
then limit the time for appcarance to six days or seven 
days. These words are not used in the indorsement on -a 
declaration demanding a plea, and they need not be used in 
demanding an appearance. The omission of them would 
Save a ¢ deal of writing in the course of a year, and [ 


think the writ would be better understood by defendants. 





The writ is to be tested in the name of the Lord Chan- 
cellor. Then why should not the full form have been 
given, instead of saying, ‘‘ Witness, &c.” The residence of 
the plaintiff must be shewn on the writ, and the place of 
business of the plaintiff’s solicitor. The form would better 
have explained this if the blanks in it had been filled up 
with specimens. “ This writ was served by X. Y.” would 
have been improved had the words been, “ This writ was 
served by me, X. Y.’’ CRITIC. 

Manchester, Nov. 11. 





MOVING RULES NISI. 


Ox Monday last in the Court of Common Pleas a learned 
counsel moved to set aside a nonsuit in a case tried at the 
last Manchester Assizes, when the following conversation is 
stated by the Manchester Guardian to have occurred :— 

Mr, Justice Brett. —Were you instructed at the trial ? 

Counsel.—No my Lord; I am not upon that circuit. I 
am independently instructed. 

Lord Coleridge.—How is that ? 

Counsel said that plaintiff had changed his attorney, and 
that might account for it. 

Their Lordships having consulted, 

Lord Coleridge asked if the inflexible rule of the profession 
had been altered, that when a gentleman was instructed at 
the trial, he, and he alone, without a breach of professional 
etiquette, could move the Court ? 

Counsel said the explanation was that the plaintiff was a 
very poor man, and without the means of instructing his: 
solicitor at Manchester. He was therefore under the 
necessity of coming to London, and consulted a solicitor in 
the Temple, who had instructed him. 

Lord Coleridge did not see how the change of solicitor 
mattered. When he was at the bar it was an inflexible 
rule, which he had been called upon as Attorney-General 
to enforce, that those gentlemen who were at the trial,. 
and those gentlemen alone, were competent to move these 
cases, Was that rule abrogated in 1874? 

Counsel thought not, but he was under the impressior 
that the gentleman who appeared for the plaintiff was a 
local gentleman, and was not in London. 

Mr. Justice Denman observed that the counsel at the 
trial was a gentleman who was now a Q.C. and who was 
now in Westminster Hall. 

Counsel said he was not aware of that at the time he 
received his instructions. 

Mr. Justice Brett.—If you had known that Mr. 
had been at the trial as counsel, you would not have taken 
the brief without, at any rate, communicating with him ? 

Counsel.—Certainly not, my Lord. 

Lord Coleridge said it was a rule which the bar made, 
and which they enforced. 

Mr. Justice Denman said it was a rule also which the 
conrts countenanced. 

After counsel had read plaintiff’s affidavit, 

Lord ConeripGe said he was glad to find that counsel 
informed the court that he did not move with a knowledge of 
the circumstances, and that he did not intend in any degree ta 
break through a rule which, ever since he had known the 
profession, had becn inflexible. He was glad to find that 
counsel took the course he did without the least intention to 
infringe the professional practice. The rule had been moved 
upon an affidavit and a statement, ‘The court had listened to 
the affidavit from the unusual and unexampled circumstances- 
of the case ; but it disclosed no ground upon which the non- 
suit should be set aside. Then, if they went beyond the 
affidavit to the statement, it was plain that it was made by a 
counsel who was not present at the trial, and who could not 
pledge his own character to the statement, soas to inspire the 
confidence of the court in acting upon it. There would 
therefore be no rule. 








Mr. Justice Mellor and Mr. Jastice Blackburn will take- 
the Manchester and Liverpool Winter Assizes ; Mr. Baron 
Bramwell will take the home counties ; Mr. Justice Brett, 
Chester, Stafford, Worcester ; Mr. Baron Cleasby, Durham, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, Leicester and borough; and Mr. 
Justice Denman, Warwick, Yorkshire, West Riding 
(Leeds). 
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Zucicties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the usual weekly meeting of the society held on 
“Tuesday evening last at the Law Institution, the following 
question was appointed for discussion :—‘‘ No. CCXXXII. 
jurisprudential—Ought the absolute power of testamentary 
disposition to be restricted so as todisable the parent from 
entirely disinheriting his children ?” After a long debate 
the question was decided in the negative by a large 
majority, the meeting being very well attended. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the beard of directors, 
held at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society on Thurs- 
day the Sth inst., the following being present—viz., Mr. 
Steward (chairman), and Messrs. Benttett, Hedger, Kelly, 
Lovell, Masterman, Sidney Smith, Tylee, and Boodle 
(secretary), three grants of £10 each were made to the 
families of non-members, two new members wéfe admitted, 
and other general business transacted. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The tenth annual inaugural meeting of this society, was 
he'd at Clement’s Inn Hall on Wednesday last; Professor 
Leone Levi in the chair. The lesrned Professor, in 
tke course of his remarks, suggesting to the meeting 
several questions for their future consideration, said, 
—‘“A proposal had been made for an International 


Code of Laws to define with all possible precision the rights 
and duties of nations and individuals in time of war and 
peace. In attempting to draft such a code, would it not be 
necestary to distinguish those principles which obtained 
general assent from those on which no sgreement existed ? 
And how should we deal with the latter portion of such prin- 
-ciples, when we know the different views representing the 


varying policy of States jealous of one another? The reduc- 
tion to a code of any propositions of International Law wes 
not free from difficulty. Could there be any law without a legis- 
lator, and who is the legislator of nations? Should we aim 
at more than a general assent cf nations to certain proposi- 
tions in the shape of a common explan«tion of the declar- 
ation respecting all maritime law signed at the Congress of 
Paris in 1856, or should we urge the collection of a series of 
Treaties on the different questions? Ard what was the range 
of subjects admiesible in this International Code? Should 
Aprivate international law, or the Jaw of neutrals, mino- 
rity, marrisge, and contracts be added tothe law of peace 
and war? Had we arrived at the point of preparing a 
series of International Lawson the rights and duties of the 
‘Stat+, on the perme and private laws of individuals, on the 
trade rights of patents, eopyright, trade-marks, and the like; 
on crime, extradition, courts, and evidence? Another 
question of difficulty was the suggested Code of International 
Arbitration. Just think what kinds of disputes might be 
submitted to sucha Code. Would England submit to it 
-any questions between herself and Ireland, or the Colonies ? 
Would the United States have submitted toit her quarrel 
with the Southern States? And was the late Bovute 
between France and Germany capable of being decided by 
such a Code? And who were to be the members of the 
Bosrd? Were they to be diplomatists or jurists? Was the 
Board to bea council to which all nations were to be admitted, 
and was each State to be equally represented in the Board irre- 
spective of Ler size and power? And what authonty and 
what power would the award pousees? If obligatory, what 
were ite sanctions but war? If optional, would it have suffi- 
cient anthority?” In conclusion, the Professmr gave his 
andiceure wore advice as to their conduct in the practice of 
their prAcssion. 
He was followed by Mr. Round, LU.B., B.A, who read a 
ment interesting and instructive paper om the Scientific 
Maty of the Law,” which was diecusted with much anima- 
tion by the members and visitors, 


LIVERPOOL LAW SOCIETY, 


The forty-cighth annus) meeting of this society was 
recemty keld at the Law Association rooms, Cook-ntrect, 





Mr. T. E. Paget, president, in the chair. The report, which 
dealt chiefly with the legislation of the past session of 
Parliament, stated that the number of members was 186; 
the barristers and others, not being members, who subscribed 
to the library, numbered seventeen. Numerous additions 
had been made to the library, which continued to be largely 
used by the members. Touching upon the question of the 
site for the proposed new law courts and oflices in Liver- 
pool, the committee acknowledged the kind attention which 
Lord Sandon had given to the question, With respect to 
the law lectures they “regietted very much that their 
efforts to continue them had proved unsuccessful. Arrange 
ments were in contemplation for the delivery of a course of 
lectures during the ensuing session, but having regard to 
the scanty attendance last session it was thought advisable, 
before finally concluding the arrangements, to ascertain as 
far as possible what support might be relied upon. A 
circular was accordingly sent to each member of the pro- 
fession asking if his articled clerks would subscribe. The 
response to this was of so limited a character that ‘the com- 
mittee did not feel justified, in view of its financial position, 
in proceeding further in the matter, and for the present the 
lectures have been abandoned.” In conclusion, the com- 
mittee acknowledged the assistance rendered by the 
members for the borough during the past session upon all 
matters brought to their notice. The statement of accounts 
showed a balancein hand of £140 103.11d. The report and 
accounts were passed unanimously, on the proposition of 
the president, seconded by Mr. HuJl. Eight members of 
the committee were then appointed, in place of those re- 
tiring ; and Mr. William Arthur Weightman was unani- 
mously admitted a member of the society. This concluded 
the general business, and the president presented the 
Timpron Martin and Atkinson medals for the year’ 1874 to 
Mr. G. B. Cummins and Mr. George Hime. In doing so, 
the president observed that in this age, when competitive 
examinations met us at every turn, it was hard to believe 
that less than forty years ago the profession of attorney 
did not require any examination to be passed, Previous 
to 1836 a gentleman who had passed his articles was 
admitted simply on the certificate of a barrister that he 
was a@ fit person to be so admitted. The president gave an 
amusing illustration of the ease with which such certifi- 
cates could be obtained, and while admitting that there 
were many men fully as competent previous to the pass- 
ing of the Act of 1836, be maintained that since that time 
the knowledge and s/atus of attorneys had very greatly 
improved. This improvement he attributed in a great 
measure to the system of competitive examinations, ac- 
knowledging at the eame time the usefulness and value of 
such medals as he had just presented.—The recipients of 
the medals briefly replied, and the proceedings then ter- 
minated. 


ee 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Tuesday evening- 
Mr. W. H. Warlow in the chair, when the following ques- 
tion was discussed—viz., “ That the punishment of flogging 
should be extended to all cases of violent assault.” The 
speakers in the affirmative were Messrs, Heath, Sweet, and 
G. F. C. Lowe; in the negative, Messrs. Browett, Sutton, 
David, and Tyler. The votes, on being taken, were equal, 
and the casting-vote was consequently given in favour of 
the negative, according to the rule generally observed under 
similar circumstances. 








In taking leave of tho officers of tho Mansion House 
justice-room, the retiring Lord Mayor remarked that he could 
not congratulate the public on any reduction in the amount 
of crime. There had been a slight increase in the number 
of persons sent for trial as compared with last year, In 
1872-3 the persons committed from that court for indictable 
offences were 68 males and 1 female; and in 1873-4 for 
such offences 122 males and 6 females. Tho number of 
casos of vulgar crime, as ho might call it, such as —- 

ockets and other etreet offences, had materially diminished, 

t there was an increase in crimes by persons of education 
—wuch as embezzloments, forgeries, &c.; and in larconies 
servants, aleo in cases against fraudulent debtors and conspi- 
racies to defraud. 
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Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr. Cuartes Burton Fox, solicitor, of Newport, Mon- 
mouthshire, has been re-elected clerk to the Borough 
Magistrates, having resigned that office on his recent 
appointment as Clerk of the Peace for the county, on the 
death of his late partner Mr. Charles Prothero. Mr. Fox 
was admitted in 1841. 


LAWYER MAYORS. 


Mr. GEorce Woopsury CockraM, solicitor, of Tiverton, 
has been elected Mayor of that Borough for the ensuing 
year. Mr. Cockram was admitted in 1847. He is an 
Alderman of the Borough, and fills the offices of Vestry 
Clerk, and Clerk to the School and Burial Boards, and to 
the Borough Charity trustees, 


Mr. Henry Pearson Gates has been re-elected Mayor 
of the City of Peterborough. Mr. Gates was admitted a 
solicitor in 1840, and was a member of the firm of Gates 
and Percival. He is Registrar of the Diocese of Peter- 
borough, and Archdeaconry of Northampton, and District 
Registrar of the Court of Probate, Chapter Clerk and 
Secretary tothe Bishop. He has retired from practice as 
a solicitor, but retains his official appointments, 


Mr. Joun Eustace Gruppe has been elected Mayor of 
the Borough of Southwold for the seventh time. Mr. Grubbe 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 
1841, and isa Magistrate for the County of Suffolk, and 
Borough of Southwold. 


Mr. Frevericx Vivian Hitt, solicitor, of the firn of 
Grylls, Hill, & Hill, has been elected Mayor of Helston. 
He is the eldest son of the late Mr. Frederick Hill, solici- 
tor, who died in the month of July last, and who was for 
many years Town Clerk of Helston, Registrar of the county 
court, and clerk to-the county magistrates. Mr. F. V. 
Hill was admitted in 1853, and is clerk to the Helston 
Board of Guardians, clerk to the North Helston Highway 
Board, clerk to the county magistrates, and clerk to the 
trustees of the Helston Turnpike Trust. 


Mr. Martin Kexp-Wetcu has been unanimously elected 
Mayor of Poole for the onsuing year. Mr. Kemp-Welch 
‘was admitted a solicitor in 1825, and retired from practice 
in 1871. He had filled the office of clerk to the justices 
for thirty-seven years, and subsequent to his retirement 
from practice was placed in the commission of the peace 
for his native place, where he had always practised his 
profession. 


Mr. Grorcr Warner Lawron, solicitor, has been elected 
Mayor of the borough of Eye for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Lawton was admitted in 1829, is clerk to the county 
magistrates, and was formerly town clerk of the borough. 
He is a member of the firm of Lawton & Warnes. 


Mr. Jonn Trornuwitt Mortanp, solicitor, of Abingdon, 
has been elected Mayor of that town for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Morland graduated at Trinity College, Cambridge, in 
1860. Ho was admitted a solicitor in 1863, and is now in 
partnership with his father, Mr. George Bowes Morland, 
the clerk of the peace for Berkshire. 

Mr, Josrrn Stoxrs, solicitor, of Dudley, bas been elected 
Mayor of that town for the ensuing year. Mr. Stokes was 
admitted in 1860, 

Mr. Groror Bourrer Wetsrorp, solicitor, of Weymouth, 
as been elected Mayor of that town for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Welsford was admitted in 1856. 








Lord Penzanco has been appointed a member of the new 
Royal Commission on army promotion. 


Tho oponing mooting of the session of the Social Science 
Association will be held on Monday evening next, the 16th 
inst., at their rooma in Adam-street, Strand, whon a 
by Thomos Haro, Ksq., ' On the Construction of a Munici- 
polity for the Metropolis,” will be read and discussed, 

he chair will bo taken at eight o'clock by Robert Raw. 
lingon, Eaq., 0. B. 





Obituarp. 


SIR JOSHUA ROWE, C.B. 


The death of Sir Joshua Rowe, C.B., formerly Chief 
Justice of the island of Jamaica, took place at his residence 
in Queen Anne-strect, Cavendish-square, on the 30th 
October, at the age of seventy-seven years. The deceased 
was the eldest son of the late Joshua Rowe, Esq., of 
Torpoint, in Cornwall, and entered as a student of the 
Toner Temple in 1818. He was called to the bar in 1824, 
and in 1832 (shortly after the rebellion of the slaves) he 
was nominated Chief Justice of Jamaica and Chief Judge 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, on which occasion he 
received the honour of knighthood. In 1835 he was ap- 
pointed Judge of the Vice-Admiralty Court at Jamaica, and 
he was for many years an ¢x oficio member of the Execu- 
tive Council of that island. In 1848 he was created a 
Companion of the civil division of the Order of the Bath, 
and finally retired from the judicial bench in Jamaica in 
1856. Sir Joshua Rowe married, in 15823, Frances Ann, 
the eldest daughter of James Bate, Esq., of St. Leonard’s, 
near Exeter. 








Cuaurts. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Brovaas, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
Oct. 17.—Re Barwick. 
B., a debtor petitioner for liquidation by arrangement or com- 
osition, was indebted to W., a trunk maker, residing in 
Ricane-cieect, in a certain sum of money. In the list of credi- 
tors he returned as the creditor the wife of W., who had 
carried on the business of a milliner on her own account at 
another house in the same street, and to her the notices of the 
first and second meetings of creditors were sent by post at the 
latter address. 

W. denied that he had received the first notice, but he admitted 
the receipt of the second, and that he instructed his solicitor 
to attend the second meeting as his proxy. His vote, if 
given, would not have affected the resolution either way. 

W., after registration of the resolution, levied an execution 
upon the goods of B. 

Held, that B. was entitled to au injunction subjget to the pay- 
ment of W.’s costs. 


This wasan application, on behalf of a debtor who had 
effected a composition with his creditors, to restrain pro- 
ceedings under an execution levied upon his goods by James 
Willis. 

The debtor filed his petition on the 2ist of August last, 
and the first meeting of creditors was held on the Sth of 
September and adjourned for a week. At the meeting of 
the 15th an offer of a composition of a shilling in the 
pound was made and accepted, and the secord meeting to 
confirm the resolution was held on the 2Stb, when the 
creditors who had proved their debts confirmed the same. 
The resolution was duly registered. 

By the 126th section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869 
(clause 7), it is provided that “the provisions of a com- 
position accepted by an extraordinary resolution in 
pursuance of this section shall be binding on all the creditors 
whose names and addresses, and the amount of the debdts 
due to whom are shown in the statement of the debtor 
preteee! to the meetings at which the resolution was 

ut shall not affect or prejudice the rights of any other 
creditors.” 

At the time of the presentation of the petition for liquidation 
the debtor was indebted to James Willis in a sum wader £50 
upon a bill of exchange. Willis was a trank-maken, earryi 
on business at 192, Sloane-street, Chelsea, and his wif 
also, up to about December, 1874, a business of milliner, 
whieh 8 carried on upon her own account at No. 174 in the 
same etreet. The debtor, in bis statement of affairs, returned the 
creditor's name thus;—“ Mrs. Jane Willis, 174, Sloane-street, 
milliner,” and notices of the first and second meetings were 
forwarded to that address, Mr, Willis iu his affidavit stated 
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® Reported by J. C, Brovar, Bsq, Barrister-at-Law, 
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that he never received the notice of the first meeting, but the 
second notice was forwarded to him, and he gave his solicitor 
a* proxy” to attend the meeting, aud he did so, but without 
taking any active part in the proceedings. The vote of Mr. 
Willis, if given, would not have affected the majority of 
creditors either way. 

Tn cross-examinstion Mr. Willis stated that his wife gave 
up the millinery business about nine months since. He dis- 
counted the bill of exchange in respect of which the present 
claim arose; Lis wife did nothing iu the way of discounting. 
The business at No. 174, Sloane-street had been carried on for 
eight or ten years, and letters addressed there were generally 
forwarded to him. He denied that he received any notice of 
the first meeting, but he admitted the receipt of the second 
notice, His wife was in the country at the time. In conse- 
quence of the receipt of the second notice he saw his soli- 
citor, and gave him a proxy to vote at the second meeting. 

Mr. Morris, the solicitor who filed the petition on the 
debtor’s behaif, stated in his affidavit that at the time of 
preparinz the request with the list of creditors he looked in 
the London Directory for the name of Willis, and found it 
thus :—“ Mrs. Jane Willis, 174, Sloane-street, milliner,” and 
at 192 also in Sloane-street he found ‘‘ Willis and Bray, 
tronk makers.” He asked the debtor with whom he tran- 
sacted the business ; he sail Mrs. Willis, and gave 174 as her 
address to send notices of the first and second meetings, and 
the nolices were forwarded by p st accordingly, and had not 
been returned. 

2. Griffiths in support of the application. 

H. C. Barker, solicitor, for the respondent. 

Brovcuam, Registrar, said there was no evidence, except 

posting, that the creditor received the notice of the first 
meeting, but there was abundant evidence of the receipt of 
the second notice, although adiressed to the wife. The in- 
sertion of the name of the wife was an inadvertenee on the part 
of the debtor, and he should so treat it. Having regard to 
the terms of the Act and the rules, he thought the debtor was 
entitled under the circumstances to seex the intervention of 
thecourt. The entire omission of the creditor from the list 
might be fata!, but that was not the case here. The debtor 
was entitled to the relief which he sought, subject to the pay- 
ment of the costs of the creditor. 

Injunction granted. 

Solicitor for the applicant, Morrie. 

Solicitor for the respondent, H. C. Barker. 


—_—— 


(Befor2 Mr. Registrar Hazlitt, sitting as Chief Judze.) 
Nov. 2—Le Drakeford & Drakeford. 

New mectings of separate creditors allowed where resolution 
paesed under joint estate for liquidation by arrangement, and 
appunting a trustee, but no resvlution passed under the sepa- 
Tate estates. 


B. Griffiths, for the debtore, and with the concurrence of 
creditors, applied for the appointment of new meetiags of 
the separate creditu_, under the following cirenmstances:— 

The debtors (traders) in the month of January, 1873, filed 
@ petition for liquidation by errangement or composition 
under the 125:h and 126th sections of the Bankruptcy Act, 
126%, and atthe firet meeting of the joint creditors a reso- 
lution was passed in favour of liquidation by arrangement, 
and @ trustee was appristed to act witha committee of in- 
spection. Meetings were also appointed to Le held of the 

ate creditors of the debtors, and the debtors and their 
wAiGtors were in attendance thereat, but nine of the 
separate creditors appeased, aod contrequently no resolution 
was, of could be, come to. One of the debtors (W. T. 
Drakelor1) in bis affidavit stated that he was possessed of re- 
versionary intcrests under ceitain wills and settlements of 
eopsids rae value, and he was devisous that the same should 
be sealinA for the benefit of his separate creditors, ‘The 
trastee under the joint estate had been fully under the im- 
prestom Vaal he was, by virtue of the resolution passed by 
the joint ccedstors, trostes aloo of the separate estate, but ha 
recently secertzined that he was unable to enter into any 
comtreA for the wale of the separate property 

Hazsirt, Legis rar 1 think, under the circumstances, 

ta new meeting may be allowed, 

ihicitens, Hitem, Matthews, & Co, 





Nov. 2.—Re White and Anothe.. 

Two trader debtors filed a petition for liquidation by arrange- 
ment or composition on the 24:h of October, and the 13th of 
November was appointed for the first meeting of creditors, 
Tho day before the filing of such patition (the 23rd of 
October) a creditor presented a petition for adjulication, the 
act of bankruptcy alleged being tha non compliancs with the 
terms of a debtor's summons. 

Upon an application being made for an injunction to restrain 
proceedings under the petition for adjulication until after the 
first meeting of creditors under the petition for liqui lation, 

Held, that, as the creditor's petition was filed before the presenti. 
tion by the debtors of their petition, ths court ought not to 
restrain proceedings under the former until adjudication had 
been made. 

The debtors (traders) filed a petition for liquidation by ar 
rangement or composition on the 2ith of October, and the 
13th of November had been appointed for the first meeting 
of creditors, On the 23rd of October a petition for adjudi- 
cation of bankruptcy was presented against them by Messrs, 
Trower and Lawson, creditors for £4,000, and upwards, and 
the same was returnable on ths 4th of November, the act of 
bankruptcy alleged being the non-compliance with the terms 
of a debtor's summons issued under section 7 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1869. 

The liabilities were returnd at £200,000 ia the aggregate ; 
with assets consisting of stick in trade, book debts, and 
furniture of considerable value. Under the petition for 
liquidation M-. A. Cooper was appointel as receiver and 
manager, and the same person was also appointed to the 
office of receiver under the proceedings in bankruptcy. 

J. Linklater, for the debtors an the receiver, applied for 
an injunction to restrain proceedings under the petition for 
adjudication until after the first meeting of creditors. Sec- 
tion 80, sub-section 10 provides that ‘‘ the court may at any 
time on proof to its satisfaction that proceedings in bank- 
ruptcy ought to be stayed by reason that negotiations are 
pending for the liquidation of the affairs of the debtors by 
arrangement or for the acceptance of a composition by the 
creditors in pursuance of the provisions hereinafter contained 
or on proof to its satisfaction of any other sufficient reason 
for staying the same, make an order staying the same either 
altogether, or for a limited time on such terms, and subject 
to such conditions as the court may think just.” Re Burnett, 
14S, J. 357, cited in Roche & Hazlitt’s Bankruptcy Liw 
(2nd ed.) p. 417, shows the principles upon which the court 
will act in these cases. There Bacon, U.J., suspended the 
proceedings upon a debtor’s summons until after the firat 
meeting of creditors, intimating that he should hesitate to 
deprive the creditor of any right in bankruptcy, but the 
statute gave the debtor the right to filea petition for liquides 
tion by srrangement or composition, and the creditors 
present at the meeting would determine what should be 
done. In the eaee of Ex parte Dimond, re Williams, 18 
W. R. 123, L. R. 5 Ch. 743, the Lords Justices refused to 
stay proceedings for adjudication, but upon the ground that 
three months had been allowed to elapse before the debtor 
presented his petition for liquidation, 

W. F. Robinson, for the petitioning creditors.—Re Burnett 
and the other cases show conclusively what is the practice 
of the court. If the proceedings in bankruptcy are in- 
stituted first it isa matter of course toallow them to go for- 
ward unless very strong reasons be shown to the contrary, 
but if the debtor presented a potition for liquidation and 
afterwards out of spite or some other motive the creditor 
chose to file a petition for adjudication, the court had juris- 
diction to r-strain him. In this case the creditor’s petition 
has priority, and no reason exists for depriving him of his 
right to proceed, Hx parte Claxton, 20 W. R 876,L. R. 
7 Ch, 632, shows that the creditor is entitled ex debito 
justilia to on adjudica‘ion if he proves the requisites, ‘To the 
same effect is La purte toss, 22 W, ik. 702, L, R.18 Eq. 876. 

Linklater in reply. 

Hazwirr, Registrar.—I do not think I ean prevent the 
creditors going on, for they have aright to dowo, But if 
the matter should proceed to adjudication, application may 
be made for astay. Tho petition for liquidation in this case 
is presented after the creditors’ petition for ndledieaen, I 
cannot prevent the creditors making out their cave, Tho 
application must be refused, 

Solicitors for the debtor ani tho receiver, Linklater, Mack- 
wood, & Uo, 

Holicitors for the petitioning creditor, Loullamsa, Son, § 
Coward, 
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RECORDING RESULTS OF THE EXAMINA- 
TION OF TITLES. 


fun object of the paper read by Mr. Eyles at the 
meeting of the Incorporated Law Society at Leeda on the 
Q1st October, was to suggest a plan for enabling 
purchasers to record results of examination of land titles 
with the view of rendering re-examination of the same 
title less frequent. 

The proposal was somewhat as follows :—Parchasers 
might be authorised to file with the clerk of the peace for 
the county, city, or borough, or his deputy (or in 
Middlesex and Yorkshire with the deputy registrar), (a) 
a copy of the conditions of sale, and (4) a consent by their 
conveyancing counsel and solicitor to act in the matter as 
public examiners, or, in cases below a certain value, a 
consent by the solicitor alone so to act. The examination 
would proceed in the usual way. Within a short time (to 
be prescribed) after execution of the deed of conveyance 
purchasers who had filed the beforementioned papers might 
be authorised to file (c) a certificate of examination of 
title, and (¢) a copy of the purchase deed, and this would 
complete the record. 

The certificate would be signed by the conveyancing 
eounsel, or in cases below a cervain value by the solicitor. 
The certificate when signed by counsel might certify that 
an abstract of title had been perused by counsel, and the 
deed of conveyance settled by him; that a good title, 
subject to and in accordance with the conditions of sale, 
had been chown in the conveying parties; that the 
solicitor had certifiel to counsel that the originals of all 
the documents set forth io the abstract, or such other 
evidence of their contents as counsel was eatisfied with, 
and all other evidence necessary, in the opinion of counsel, 
to verify the abstract had been produced, and that the 
abstract correctly stated all the material contents of every 
document, and that all requisitions, enquiries, and searches 
directed by counsel bad been made aud satisfied. The 
certificate in cases below a certain value, if signed by the 
solicitor alone, might be to a somewhat similar effect, with 
necessary variations. Is might be provided that the 
papers to be thus lodged should be open only to the 
inspection of the owner and persons authorised by him. 

It migkt be provided that when an owner, who had so 
recorded the examination made on his purchase, subse- 
quently sold, the purchaser from him should, in theabsence 
of stipulation to the contrary, bearthe reasonable costs of the 
vendor as well as his own, in respect of any re-examination 
which he might undertake of the title prior to the certifi- 
eate ; and trustees, whether vendors or purchasers, might 
be authorised to buy without examination of the anterior 
title, and to sell without permitting such an examination. 
And it might also be provided that no solicitor for a 
purchaser should be responsible to his client for not 
examining the vendor's title prior to such a recorded 
examination, unless expressly required by his client to 
undertake such examination. 
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THE CRIMINAL STATISTICS OF FRANCE. 


Tues criminal statistics of France for 1872 have recently been 
published. ‘They show that the number of apprehensions 
and judgmerts was 156,238, as compared with 133,047 in 
1871. But reference to the returns of 1830 and 1848 shows 
that in times of revolution or disorgenization there is always 
a laxity in the administration of justice, and that such periods 
sre naturally followed by a resumption of vigilance and 
activity. Allowing for the provinces ceded to Germany, the 
increase as compared with 1869 was 18,735, Olfences against 
the person and against public order have remained almost 
stationary, but thefts, which numbered 1,739 ia 1869, were 
2,402 in 1872. ‘This is attributed by the Minister of Justice 
to the distress and loss caused by political events—nanely, the 
war and the Commune, The Jury system seems to work 
better in Franco than in Eugland, Out of 12,38¢ jurors eum- 
moned, only 14t4 did not appear, and only eight of these, 
unable to offer any valid excuse, were fi 5,498 criminals 
were tried by jury, 3,614 for offences against property, aud 
1,884 for offences against the person. While in Paris there 
Were 41 cases fr every 100,000 of the population, in the 
Seine Iaféricure 31, aud ia the Bouches da Radue $l, there 








were only five in Creuse, Haute Sadne, Basses Pyrénées, and 
Savoy. Oat of every 100,000 persons in the towns, 22 were 
tried at the assizes, while in the rural districts the proportion 
was 11, As to the education of the prisoners, 36 per cent. 
were illiterate, 45 could read and write imperfectly, 17 could 
do so well, and 2 per cent. had been well educated. Between 
1866 and 1872 the per-centage of iliiterates has declined from 
33 to 30 in the population generally, and from 39 to 36 as re- 
gards accused persons, Twenty-eight men and three women 
were condemned to death, the sentence in seven cases being 
commuted to hard labour for life. Of the 3,836 persons 
convicted at the assizes, the jury gave the benefit of extenuating 
circumstances to 2,895. 112 persons were prosecuted for 
Press offences, and 27 for seditious speeches, cries, &c. 
Ninety-eight of them were acquitted, while 29 were sentenced 
to less than twelve months’ imprisonment, and five toa longer 
term. The cases disposed of by the Correctional Tribunals 
amounted to 152,167, of which 21,548 were for infringements 
of the Revenue or Forest Laws. This shows an increase of 
17,923 over 1869, allowance being made for Alsace and 
Lorraine, 44,546 of these prisoners were charged with theft, 
21,843 with assaults, 18,603 with game cffences, 13,081 with 
forest offences, 13,637 with offences against the police or public 
functionaries, and 10,942 with vagrancy. The other 
categories show 3,657 prosecutions for rebellion, 197 for 
offences against religion and clergymen, 3,215 for fraud, 3,465 
for breach of trust, and 3,171 for commercial frauds. The 
increase of 1.453 in vagrancy and of 5,754 in thefts, as com- 
pared with 1869, is ascribed to the stagnation of business; 
while the increase of $34 in charges of rebellion and 4,971 in 
attacks on the police, shows, in the opiaion of the Minister of 
Justice, that respect for the principle of authority has beea 
sensibly imp:ired. Commercial frauds are also on the imcrease 
and call for energetic repression. The Correctional Tribunals 

gave the benefit of extenuating circumstances in 60 per cent, 

of the cases, while with juries the per-centage was 75. The 
Police Courts disposed of 310,541 cases, while the Jages 

d’fnstruction investigated 59,452 cases, 15.779 of which were 
dismissed. Extraditions were very numerous in 1972, France 
giving up 192 criminals ani receiving 76. Ualy two of these 
were handed orer by England, and only three were 
delivered up. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATGS. 


BIRTHS. 
Cary—Oa Nov. 7, 2¢ St. John’s Villas, Upse 
wife of George Cary, of Lincoln’s-ina, | 
daughter. 
TcerneR—On Nov. 10, at 46, B 
H. Morten Tamer, solicitor, of r. 
Writrams—Oa Oct. 2 ottingh the wife of Charles 
William Williams, solicitor, Walsall, Staffordshire, ef a 
daughter. 


Holloway, the 
r-at-law, of a 


i, N.W_, the wife af 


MARRIA 

Dickson—Hamitros—On Nov. 7, at All Saints’ Church, 
Hoole, Chester, S. Johnsen R. Dickson, of Chester. selicitor, 
to Agnes, only daugiter of the late Alexander Innes i 
Esq., of Dundee. 

Pootsr—Besp—On Nor. 10, at the parish church, 
stead, Henry Fletcher Pooley, of the Inner Temple, 
at-law, to Susan, elder daughter of the te Edward Bend, 
Esq., of Elm Bank, Hampstead. 

Ratxes—James—On Nov. 10, at St. Mary's Charch, Dymoek, 
Vera Maria, daughter of the late Join Jawes, Eaq., of 
Newnham, te William Alves Raikes, barrister~at-law. 

DEATUS. 

Braxe—Oa Nov. 10, Francis William Blake, Es q., of Ryisteme, 
Putney Park, S.W., and £4, Lincoln's inn-telds, aged 43. 
Lauwens—On Nev. 3 at Escott Villa, 4, Park-village east, 
Regeat’s-park, William Lewers, barrister~at-aw, amd 30 

years, 








The Sapreme Court of Michigan has been engaged im 


hearing a case known as the “Hemeepathic casa” The 

islature, last year, passed an Act requiriag the regents ef 
the State University te appoint twe professers of homee. 
pathy. This the regents refased te do, and a mandamus 
was sought against them. The question was net decided 
at the time of pudlication ef the Jatest American legal 
Journal we hare received. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


locmumnneial 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, Nov. 13, 1874. 

3 per,Cent, Consols, 93g Annuities, April, ’85 9} 

Ditto for Account, Dec 934 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

3 per Cent. Reduced 91 Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct. 2 dis, 
_New 8 per Cent., 913 Ditto, £500, Do 2 dis. 

Do. 3} perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 2 dis. 

Do. 24 perCent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stook. 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. '73 Ct. (last half-year), 254 
Annuities, Jan,’80— Dittc for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., Jaly,’80110} , Ditto,5§ per Cent.,May,’79 101} 
Ditto for Account,— Ditto Debentures, per Cent 
Ditto 4 per Ceat.,Oct.’ 88103 April,*64— 
Ditto,ditto, Certificates, — Do.Do,5 per Cent,, Aug.’73 100) 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., per Cont.943) Do. Bonds, 4per Ct., £1000 

nd. Eof.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’73 Ditto, ditto, ander £100b 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. |Closing Price 





@tock Bristol and Exeter 
Stock Caledonian ... 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western .......cccc-veveeee 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .....s.cscsecseoee] t 
Stock Great Northern .... 
Brock) Do., A Stock® .......0...secccess 
Stock Great Southern and Western of 
Stock Great Western—Original 

Stock’ Lancashire and Yorkshire 

Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover...... 
Stock London and North-Western ... oe 
Stock) London and South Western.........-socee-seoeeees) 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincein .. 

Stock Metropolitan eee 
Stock! Do., District ils TEP SOE IEE AS 
Stock Midland... 2 | 100 
Stock North British ....ccssess 
Stock North Eastern... ininevenindiine osderénpennesees 
Stock’ North London........ ee save {1 
Stock North Staffordshire . * 
Stock South Devon | 
Stock South-Eastern 

















sponmuadads | 








ntoeseneagl 











Monzry Market anv City INTELLIGENC?. 


No change was made on Thursday in the Bank rate. The 
proportion of reserve to liabilities has risen from 37 three- 
sixteenths last week to 39} this week, ‘The railway market 
though dull on Saturday has been firm since Monday, and 
prices have advanced. Tho foreign market was de- 
pressed at the close of last week, and has been somewhat 
dull this week, but prices rose on the announcement that the 
Bank rate bad not been raised. Consols closed on Thurs- 
day, 934 to 2 for money, and 933 to 4 for the account. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Torsvay, Nov. 10, 1874. 
Law, Henry Shephard, John Charles Hardy, and Frederick Tucker 
Atton, Attornies and Solicitors, Bash lane, London, Nov2 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Unstimirep 1x Cuancery. 
Torspat, Nov. 3, 1874. 

Holywell Level Silver Lead Mining Company, Limited.—V.C, Hall, 
acting for VC. Malins, has appointed John Stanley Blease, of 
Liverpool. to be official liquidator, 

Moor wood Moor Coal, Ironstone, and Fireclay Company, Limited.— 
Petivion for winding up, presented Oct 31, direeted to be heard before 
V.C, Malins, on Nov 12, Mareland, St Swithin’s lane, agent for Brittle, 
Nottingham, solicitor for the petiti 6 

Stammanivs ov Connwatr, 

Perran Wheel Virgin Micing Company.—By an order made by the 
Vice Warden of the Stannaries, dated Oct 28, it was ordered that the 
above company should be wound up. Carlyon and Paull, Truro, soli- 
Citors for the pet t oners. 

Fastway, Nov. 6, 1874, 
Livirey 1x Cuancenry. 

New Buxton Lime Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Nov 16 at 
1} at bis chambers, for the ointment of an Me py eg 

Town and Country Pablish ing Ocmapees, Limited —Creditors are re- 
Guired, on or before Nov W, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Henry McCreight, 
Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn, Monday, Dec 7 at 12 is appointed 
for hearing and ndjaticating bpon the debis and claims, 

Yorkshire Brick ané Stone Company, Limited,—Petition for winding 
BP, presented Nov b, directed to be heard before V.C, Malins, on Nov 
20, Hingiciom and Tattershall, Great James st, Agents for Fawcett 
and Malcolm, Leeds, solicitors for the petitioners, 








Toespay, Nov. 10, 1874, 
Lim Irep In CHANCERY. 
Battersea Foundry and Horse Shoe Works, Limited. Petition for wind. 
ing up, presented Nov 7, directed to be heard before V.C. Hal! on 


Nov 20. Young and Co, St Mildred’s eourt, Poultry, solicitors for the 


petitioners. 

Bessemer Steel and Ordnance Compiny, Limited. V.C. Malins has, by 
an order dated Aug 4, appointed Charles Fitch Kemp, Walbrook, 
and Joun Evans Freke Ay!mer, Walbrook, to b> official liquidators, 
—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their nameg. 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to the 
above. Jan 15 at 12is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims. 

British Timber Company, Limited. — Petition for winding up, presented: 


Nov 2, directed tobe heard before V.C. Malins on Noy 20. Field, 


and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Pears and Co, Liverpool 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Holywell Level Silver Lead Mining Company, Limite’.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Dec 4, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Stanley Blease, 
Liverpool. Dec 11, at 12, isappointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

Imperial Mineral Water Company, Livited.—Petition for winding up,. 
presented Nov 7, directed to be heard before V.C Malins, on Nov 2v, 
Payne, King’s rd, Bedford row, solicitor for the petitioner. 

New Liangynog Lead Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Nov 6, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Nov 
20. Dean and Taylor, King’s rd, Bedford row, agents for Longueville 
and C», Oswestry , solicitors for the petitioners, 

Sonora Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Nov 3,. 
directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Nov 20. Chinery and 
Aldridge, Fenchurch st, solicitors for the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tvgsapay, Noy. 3, 1874. 
Philanthropic Friendly Society, Glob inn, Silver st, Halifax. Oct 21 
Frinvay, Nov. 6, 1874, 

Mildenhall and Hundred of Lackford Permanent Benefit Building 
Sse'ety.—Creditors are required on or before Nov_ 30, to send their 
names and addres<es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James Read, Mildenhall. Dec 9,at 12 is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and cluims. 


Creditors under Estatzs in Cuanosry. 
Last Day of Proof, 
Tuxrspay, Nov. 3, 1874. 
Fisher, William Gabrie!, Ozford st, China Dealer. Nov 30. V.C, Halt 
Davies,’ Moorgat» st 
Newill, Elizabeth, Huddersfie'd, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Dac 8, Spivey 
v Newill, V.C. Hall. Learoyd and Learoyd, Huddersteld 
Newil!, James Weller, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, Wine Merchant. Dec 
oe Newill, V.C. Ifall. Leareoyd and Loaroyd, Hudders. 
iT 


Farpay, Nov. 6, 1874. 
Howell, Wilfiam, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dac 7. Howell ¥ 
Davies, V.C, Hall. Strick and Bellingham, Swansea 
Jones, Ishmael, Treforest, Glamorgax, License l Victualler. Dae 1. 
Brown v Jones, V.C. Bacon. Davis, Cardiff 
Martins, Sir William, Hyde Park gardens, Dee 5. Dodson v Trench, 
M.R. Young, Essex st, Strand 
Viall, King, Baythorn Park, Essex, Esq. Dec 15. Scruby v Payne, 
V.C. Hall. Purkis and Perry, Lincoln’s inn flelds 
Wells, Henry James, Little Mitchel! st, St Luke’s, Licensed Victual'er. 
Nov 24, ells v Smith, V.C, Bacon. Orossmas, King’s rd, Bed- 
ford row 
Williams, Elizabeth Anne, Spinster, Ynislas, Glamorgan. Dec 4, Jones 
v Williams, V.C. Malins. Cookson and Co, New equare, Lincoln’s inn 
Turspay, Nov 10, 1874, 
Colyer, Thomas, Northfleet, Kent, Esq. Dec 10. Colyer v Fergussom 
R. Hayward, Frederick's place Oid Jewry 
De Cuadra, Buenaventura, Lime st, Commission Merchant. Dec 10, 
Gaston v De Cuatra, M.R. Bolton ani Co, New equare, Lincoln’sinn 
Hawkrigg, Jane, Wythburn, Cumberland. Dec3l. Walker v Walker, 
V.C. Hall. Broatch, Keswick 
Le Marchant, Sir John Gaspard, St Gerrge’s square, Pimlico, Lieu- 
tenant-General. Dec7, Le Marchant v Le Marchant, V.C. Malins, 
Freshfield, Bank buildinge 
Middlebrook, Thomas, Gergrave, York, Innkeeper. Dee 4. Middle- 
brook v Heaton, V.C. Malins. Greenwood, Skipton 
Richards, James, Foston, Lincoln, Gent. Nov 25. Richards v 
Kitchen, V.C. Bacon, Thompson, Grantham 
Ritson, John, Maryport, Cumberland, Brewer. Dec 20. Ritson v 
Elliott, V.C. Malins, Hayton, Cockermouth 
chwersensky, Isaac, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Outfitter, Novy 30. 
Lazaras v Schwersensky, V.C. Malins. Copeman, Liverpool 
Sewell, James Bollons, tedford, Bookseller. Dec 9, Hockliffe v 
Sansom, V¥.C. Hall. Tebbs, Bedford 
Walker, William, Wythburn, Cumberland, Innkeeper, Dec 31. Walker 
v Walker, V.C. Hall. Broatch, Keawick 
White, William, Kilburn, Builder, Decls, Rawlings v Hickman, V.C. 
Hal), Wood and Co, Backlersbury 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. oap, 35, 
Last Day of Claim, 
Tugapay, Nov, 3, 1874. 
Adams, David, Hoole, Cheshire, Chvesa Factor, Doc 12, Cartwright 


f 
, James, Chatterton square, Bristol, Gent, Nov 16, Nickinson 
Co, Chancery lane 

Baker, Seat, ape rd Penge, Warehouseman, Jan 16. Burkitt, 


a 

Bland, Richard, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Manvhoater, Toa Doaler, 
Dee 1, Hankinson, Manchester 

Bromfield, James Larden, Birkenheal, Choshire, Solicitor. Dac 39, 
Brown and Kogers, Chester 

Clare, William, Yardley Gobion, Northampton, Farmer, Jan 28. 
Greville and Edwards, Towcester 

Cole, William, Lunatic Asylum, Tovting, Surrey, Esq, Dec 17, 

izard and Co, Lincoln's inn flelds 
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Mary, Cheltenham, Gloucester. Nov 28. Jones aud Bull, { Butcher, Samuel, Lowestoft, Saffo'k, Master Mariner, Dec 
” ’ . 2 is . . 

Cambray place, Cheltenham Bungay 3 ; - 
Collingbourne, William Pitman, sev, Coventry, Pawabroker. Dec 1. | Carey, William James, Mark lane, Ship Owner, Deo 10, Cramp 

Twist and Sons, Coventry > i Philpot lane . 
Corbin, James, Lymington, Haunts, Chemist. Nov 16. Moore and | Child, Charles, Vernham Dean, Southampton, Farmer. Jan 1. Smith, 

Jackman, Lymington Andover 

vidson, James, Che!tenham, Gloucester, Gent. Dec 5. Carr and | Clark, Charlotte Susanna, Chertsey, Sarrey. Dac 31, Smith and Co,. 


Co, Basinghall st 

Dell, Thomas, Park terrace, Brixton rd, Gent. Dee i5. 
Sons, Bedford row 

Fanlkner, Joshua Wilson, Brasted, Kent, Esq. Dec 10. Brundrett 
and Co, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Garnick, Isabella, Christchurch terrace, Camberwell. Jaa 4. Goren, 
South Molton st, Oxford st 

Green, Matthew, Kimberley, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 1. Whites and 
Co, Wymondham 

Hamilton, Alexacder Graham Wilkinson, - Bexley Heath, Kent, Licu- 
tenant-Colonel R.A. Dec16. Russeil and Co, Dartford 

Hawkins, Isaac, Colchester, Essex, Pavior. Nov25. Pope, Colchester 

Hills, James, Stafford. Dec 1. Pryer, Chipping Norton 

James, Edward, Cricklade, Wilts, Farmer. Dec 1. Sullivan, Fairford 

Klaftenberger, Charles Igaatz, Regent st. Dec 31. Richardson and 
Sadler, Golden square 

Knight, Ellen, Slinfold, Sussex. Nov30. Jackson, Cannon st 

Laidman, Charles John, Exeter, Gent. Dec 17, Laidman, Exeter 

Loyd, John, Acrefair, Ruabon, Denbigh, Innkeeper. Duc 20, 
Richards, Liangollen 

Peers, William, Wigan, Lancashire, Provi-isn Dealer. Dac 31. France 
Churchgate, Wigan 

Pierce, Rob-rt James, Clifton, Bristol, Malster. Dec 10, Brittan and 
Sons, Bristol 

Plummer, Elizabeth, Bentham, Wilts. Dec 12. Mullings and Co, 
Wootton Bassett 

Priestley, George Kirkman, Worthiog, Sussex, Esq. Feb1, Emmet 
acd Emmet, Hal fax 

Richardson, John, Alford. Lincoln, Gent. Dec 1, Blackbury, Alford 

Steel, George, Leeds, Sawyer. Jan 1, Middleton and Sons, Leeds 

Taylor, John, Preston, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Dec 1. 

alker and Ledyman 
Utting, Benjamin, Tupholme, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 1. Tweed, 


Lincoln 

Willington, ‘Joseph, Balsall, Warwick, Esq. D2c 24. Moore, 
warwick 

Winning, James William, Sydenham rd, Croydon, Esq. Dec 31. Meed- 
ham, New inn 

Yetton, Robert, Mile End rd, Licensed Victualler’s Assistent. Dee 3 
Smith, King William st 


Friway, Nev 6, 1874. 


White and 


Battcock, George, Storrington, Sussex, Farmer. Decl. Mant 

Storrington 
Bayliffe, Joshua James, Portmahon, Shsflald, Grocer. Nov 30. 
Rodgers and Co, Sheffield © A 
OV 21. 


Blackett, Damo Frances Vere, Matfen, Northumberland. 
Stanton and Atkinson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Bulmer, John, Oakfields, Clapham park, Timber Merchant. Nov 30. 
Newbon and Co, Wardrobe place, Doctors’ commons 

Burbidge, Joseph, Daventry, Northampton,Gent. Dec 14. Wratislaw, 
R 


ugby 

Burnley, Charles, Shillington, Bedford, Publican. Deo 1. Wade and 

a Co, Hitchin ¢ 

Chadwick, Thomas, Bury, Lancashire, Contractor. Fed 1. Watsoa, 
Bary : 

Cheeseman, Stephen, Ottershaw, Surrey, Brickmaker. Dec 29. 
Gwillim, Chertsey 

Coley, Mary, Cheltenham, Gloucester. Nov 28. Bull, Cambray place 
Cheltenliam ® 

Coslett, Joseph, Liverpool, Butcher. Dec 7. Waterhouse, Wolver- 
ampton . 

Dalby, Williom, Stonal, Worcester, Farmer, Jan (14. Palmer, Wood- 
hail, pn | 3 

Davis, Samuel, King st, Portman st, Dairyman. Dec 31. Rolt, 
Skinner’s place, Sise lane : 

Donaldaon, Jonah, Curlisie, Gent, Jan 1. Dobinson and Watson, 
Cariisle 

Fotherby, William Foster, Sheffield, Surgeon, Jan 10, Broomhead 
and Co, Sheffield 3 

Harrigon, Wiiliam, Radford, Nottingham, Miller, Feb 1. Percy and 
Co, Nottingham 

Hoole, Martha, Sheffield, Jan 10. Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 

Kidner, William, Chertsey, Surrey, Builder, Dec 29, Gwillim, Chert- 


se . 

Liddell, Matthew, Newcasile-upon-Tyne, Professor of Music, Jan 1. 
Mather and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ci 

Lupton, Thomas, Fashion st, Dockhead, Southwark, Fishmonger. 
Jan 12, Mote, Walbrook ict 

MoKerchar, John Cameron, Liverpool, Plumber, Dec 31, Whitley 
and Maddeck, Liverpool 

Mundy, Edwin, Harrington square, Accountant, 
Golden square 

Sawyers, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Wharfinger, 
and Atkinson, Neweast‘e-apon-Tyne 

Sidebotham, Joseph, Ecclesall Bierlow, Sheffield, Gent, Jan 10. 
Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 

Sterling, William, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Assistant Overseer. Dee |. 
Stanton and Atkinson, Newcastle: upon-Tyne 

Talfourd, Field, Sloane at, Artist. Dee 1. Phillips, Old Jewry chambers 

Taylor, Hannah, Middleton rd, Dalston. Deotd. Carpenter and Sons 

abant court, Philpot lane 
“oo gevrees Sheffield, Carter, Deo 19. Broomhead and Co, 
hottie! 

Wortley, Susannah, Portland p'ace, Norwood, Jan 3. Jaquet, Ser- 

jeanta’ inn, Temple 
Tusaspar, Noy. 10, 1874, 
» Builder's Foreman, Nov 


pec 31. Smith, 


Dec 1, Stanton 


Talinet 





Belcher, Henry, Cop 


Northumberland st, Charing Crosa 
Clarke, Joseph, Mecklenburg sqaave, Doctor. Lec 12. Seale, Lincoln's 
inn fields 

Coveney, Thomas, Queenborough, Kant, Farmer. Jan 1. 
Co, Essex st, Strand 

Knight, Wiiliam, Hartiepool, Durham, Canon of the Roman Cath otic 
Church. Jan6. Leadbitter ani Harvey, Newcastle-upon-Tyns 
Davy, George Thomas, Colston Bassstt, Notiingham, Esq. Feb 12. 
Upton and Co, Austin Friars 
Dulson, John, Liverpool, Team Owner. 
Liver; 

Evans, David, Liverpool, Attorney-at-'aw. 


Young and 





1g 
Novy 21. Evans and Lockett, 


Dec 1. Lockett, Liver- 
poo 
Gidson, Alexander Craig, Bebington, Cheshire, Surgeon. Dee 24. 
Webstor, Whitehaven 
= a Moorgate st, Stationer. Dec 24. 
ail si 
Hoyle, David, Huddersfield. Jan3!. Bottomley, Huddersfield 
Malpas, Emma Susanna, Nottingham. Dec 7. Beaumont, Nottingham 
Miiward, Isabella, Richmond hill, near Whitehaven, Cumberland, D® 
7. Pitman and Lane, Nicholas lane 
— Coldra, Monmouth, E:q. Dac 21. Jamas, Merthyr 
yd 
Rose, Sir George, Hyde Park gardeas. Jan.l. Cunliffe and Co, Man- 
chester 
= Thomas, Mare st, Hackney, Esq. Nov 30. Sheffield and Sons,. 
ime st 
Susanni, Maria, Florence, Italy. Jan 20. Shaen and Co, Bedford row 
Sykes, Sarah, Leeds. Dec7. Hick and Jones, Leeds 
Thexton, Edward Yeats, Beetham, Westmoreland, Esq. Dze 21. 
Thornely and Dismore, Liverpool 
Todd, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bailier. Dec 21. Chartres and 
Youll, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
= Forster, Gateshead, Darham, Geat. Novy 30. Robson, Gates- 
d 


Carr and Co, Basiag- 


eal 

Walker, Henry Swinton, Whitby, York, Gent. Dec 21. Gray and 
Pannett, Whitby 

Walker, Margaret, Dunsley, York. Dec 1. 
Whitby 

Weall, William, Bell yard, Doctors’ commons, Solicitor, 
Blake, Bell yard, Doctors’ eommons 

Whistler, Edward, Strand, Silversmith. Jan 10. White, Budge row, 
Cannon st 

Williams, David, Miskin, Glamorgan, Collery Proprietor. Dez 21. 
James, Merthyr Tydfil 


Gray and Punnett, 
Dee 31. 


Bankrupts. 
Togspvay, Nov. 3, 1874, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1859. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
’ To Sarrenderin London. 

Ellis, Alfred, Markham square, Casisea. Pet 02:30, Roche. Nov 1} 

at 11.30 
To Sarreader in the Couairy. 

Earéley, Elward, Joseph Spar. antl Riipa Poiatea, Tarstall, Staf 
fordshire, Earchenware Maaufactacers. Ps: O:t 30. Caallinor 
Hanley, Nov 16 at 11 

Hawthorn, Charles Harris, Botton, Lancashire, Tailor, Pet Oct 30.3 
Holden. Bolton, Nov léat ll 

Kay, Lewis Richacd, Crstle Bir Hill, Eating, Gaat. Pet O2t 27. Ra 
ton. Brentford, Nov 17 at 11 

Fripay, Nov. 6, 1874, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of dedt to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Bury, Maxwetl, Queaa Victoria st, Arciitect. Pet Nov 4 

Nov i9 atll 


Roche. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Firn, John, Leicester, Builder. Pet Nov 4. Iagram. Leicester, Nor 
19 at 12 
Foreman, James, Norwich, Batcher. Pat Oct 22. Cooks. Norwich, 
Nov 16 at la 
Gardiner, Ellen Catherin®, Horton, Somerset. Pet Oct 3). Meyler. 
Taunton, Nov 19 at 2.30 p : 
Jones, John, jan, Westbury, Wilts, Dairymin. Pet Nov 4. Massiter 
Frome, Nov 13 at 3 a 
McKie, Edwa d Angus, Torrington, Deron, Travelling Draper. Pet 
Nov 4. Bencraft. Barnstaple, Nov 20 at 12 - 
Price, Thomas, Pontypridd, Farmer, Pet Nov 4. Spickets. Ponty- 
pridd, Nov IS at 10 
Suv, James, Chiswick, Middiesox, Buildor, Pat Oot Sl. Rastoa. 
Brentford, Nov 21 at 10 30 
Swan, Edward Robert Thomas, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Hotel Keeper. 
Pet Nov 3. Walker. Great Yarmouth, Nov 20 at 3 
Terry, Thomas, sen, Canterdary, Bailier. Pet Ney 3. Callaway 
Canterbury, Nov 1s at2 
Watts, Philip Henry, Newbury, Berks, Mealman. Pet Oct 28. Bicunt 
Newbury, Nev lGat Li 
Touspar, Nov. 10, 187 4. 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869, 
Oreditors must forwani their proofs of dedt to tha Registrar. 
To Surrender in Loudon, - 
Harris, William, Princess st, Builder, Pet Nov 5. Roche, Nor 3 
atl 





hagen st, rn 
30, Stoneham and Legge, J hilpot lane 





36 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Nov. 14, 1874, 








Leschkau, W 
Roche. Nov 26 at 11 
Lonsdale, Frederick Edward, St Helier’s, Jersey, no occupation. Pet 
Nov6. Roche. Nov 24 at 11.30 
Thompson, John, Cuthbert st, 
Nov 6. Roche. Nov 24 at ! 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Gale, Henry Stanley, Manchester, Surgeon. Pet Nov 5. 
chester. Nov £6 at 9.30 
Price, Wiliiam Ledward, Over, Cl:ester, Buiider. 
man. Nantwich, Nov 26 at 3.30 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULUED. * 
Hoéges, James Cliffcrd, Mariborough rd, St John’s wood, Gent. 
Sept 9 


cs iad rd, Commissiua Agent. Pet 


Kay. Man- 
Pet Nov 7. Sp2ak- 


Nov 16 at 
Nov 19 at 2 at 
Nov l6at2at 
Nov 16 at 11 at 


Nov 13 at 12 at offices 


pt 
Robinson, Rawdon Briggs, Dulverton, Somerset, Surgeon. Oct 31 
Liquidation by Arranzgems.’. 
Abell, George Matlow, Gloucester, Gent. Nov ifat 12 at1, Brunswick 
Hotel, Cannon st. Simpson and Millington 
Atkinson, Joha Carter, S nail Heath, Birmingham, Baker. 
offices of Jones, Bank buildings, Wandsworth 
Bailey, Wiliam Elias, Bath, Picture Frama Maker. 
Taynton and Son, Clarence chambers, Gloucester 
Nov 23 at 12 
Blanchard, Wiiliam, Southsea, Hants, Builder. 
: Nov 19 at 4 at the 
St Gecrge Hotel, S: Alban’s Annasley 
Butler, Thomas, Stafford, Sauce Manufacturer. Noy 12 at 3 at offices of 
at 11 at offices of Hall and Holland; Nor hzate, Blackbarn 
Clarke, John Thomas, Nottingham, Ironmonger. Nov 13 at 12 at offices 
of Kidson and Co, John st, Sun t-riand 
Cook, James, Bristo', Bak+r. Nov 13 at 12 at offices of Salmon and 
Addenbroote, Z:tland rd, M-ddl:sborouch 
ton-upon-Hal!. Wray, Britlington 
Deveri'l, Mary Jan+, Fazskeriey, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. Nov 19 at 
Stafford, Sivemakers. Nov 12 at | at offi ses of Litctfizld, Bagaall st, 
Nov 13 at 12 at 178, 
Fieetst. Calkin, Great Janes st 
Islington 
Nov 19 at 3 
Gardzer, James, Doncaster, York, Coa) Merchant. 
Garnett, George, and Simeon Jeavons, Barrow-in-Farness, Lancashire, 
Gant, Peter, New Brighton, Che-hire, fe’r-ctiment room Keeper. Nov 
Gitson, Matthew, Black burn, Lancashire, Bricksetter. 
Nov 21 at 12 at 
Offices of Cooke, Pitt st, Gloucester 
Tydfil 
Harte, Frederick Join, Manchester, Stationer. Nov 16 at 3 at offices 
145, Cheapside. Wiid and Co, lronmonger lane 
at the Cross keys Howl, Orange grove, Bath, Shrapnell, Bradtord- 
gate, LAherliam 


, Aldgate High st, Commission Agent. Pet Nov 6. 


Houston, John Georga, Liverpool, Builder. Nov 13 at 2 at offices of 
Gibson and Bo'land, South John st, Liverpool. Blackiurst, Liverpoy 


Howling, Amy, Cow Cross st, West Smithfield, Grocer. Nov 12 at ly 
at offices of Nickerson, King William st, Loxdoa Bridge. G2aussen, 


New Broad st 
Hughes, John, Morfa Borth, Cardigan, Innkeeper. Nov 17 at laa 
offices of Jones, Pier st, Aberystwith 
Humberstone, George, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Bootmaker. Noy t¢ 
at 11 at offices of Grange and Wintriugham, West St Mary’s Gate, 
Great Grimsby 
Jack-on, George, Masham, York, lronmonger. No7 16 at 10 at oRieg 
of Calvert, Masham 
James, David Th mas, Trecynon, Aberdare, Glamorzan, Geoear. Noy 
7 at offices of Alexander Beothars, S: Mary st, Carditf, in lieu of the 
place originally named 
Lawson, James, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Picture Frama Ma‘ter, Noy 
21 at 10 at offices of Hill, Queen square, Wolverhampton 
Lewi+, Robert, St Helen's, Lancashire, Miners’ Agaat. Nov 17 at? 
at offices of Wood, King st, Wigan 
Marrison, Elizabeth. Carlton-upoa-Trent, Nottingham, Widow. Nov 1g 
at 4 at offices of Shacklock, Castlegate, Ne vark -upon-Trent 
Marrison, Godfrey William Wall, Cariton-upoa-Tres*, Nottingham, 
Joiner, Nov L8at 3 a5 ofiss3 of Siascloek, Custl>zat2, Nawark 
upon-Trent 
McCarthy, Francis Joseph, and Washiagton Downinz, Giltsour st, 
Smithfield, Bacon Factors. Nov 13 at 3 at offises of Izird and Betts, 
Eastcheap. Handson, King st, Cheapside 
MeNab, Colin, Liverpoo', Provision Merch ant. 
Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 
Medhurst, Richard, Bishop’s Walthim, Hants, Nov 16 at 3 at St 
George's House, St George’s squire, Portsea, Cousins and Barbilge, 
Portsmouth 
Moss, William, Backpool, Lancashire, Eating hous? Keeper. Nov 2 
at 1 at the Royal Hote’, Blackpool. Sykes, Bacup 
Norbury, William, Blackbarn, Lancashire, Draper. Nov 17 at 11 at 
offices of Darlow, Lord st West, Blackburn 
Oakley, William Henry, Upper George st, Bromley, no occupation. Nov 
14 at 3 at offices cf Froggatt, Argyll st, Regent st 
Paddock, Phineas, Walsall, Stafford, Builder. Nov 17 at 19.39 at 
offices of Bill, Bridge st. Walsall 
Parker, George, Giseley, York, Farm Labourer. Nov 17at2 oMices 
of Harle, Victoria chambers, South parade, Leeds 
Parton, Henry Ranger, Caraiff, Glamorgan, Groser. Nov 16 at 1 at 
offices of Barnard and. Co, Albion chimbers, Beistol. Griffith and 
Corbert, Cardiff 
Pattson, Robert, Middlesborough, York, Merchant Tailor. 
1 at the Hawker’s Hotel, St Helen’s square, York. A ldenbrooke 
Perry, Edwin, Union st, Southwark, Uraper. Nov 12 at 1 at 145, 
Cheapside. Wickens, Palmerston buildings 
Pick, Wheatley, L gsins, Dsrby, Grocer. Nov 15 at 3 at offices of 
Gretton, Cora market, Derby 
Poader, George, Borough ri, Soathwirk, Tinber Merchant. Nov 16 
atil at the Ruilway Hotel, Blackfriars ri. Melcalf, Gresham 
buildings 
Prinze, James, Patcham, Sussex, Trainer. 
Goodman, Prince Albert st, Brigiton 
Reed, Jobn William Wyatt, Exeter, Baker, 
Cranes Inn, South st, Exeter 
Rowley, Julius Henry. Walesby Rectory, Lincoln, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Nov 16 at ll at offices of Page, Jun, Fiaxen gate, Lincoln. Page 
and Padjey, Market Rasen 
Sarrington, Jeffery, Newpore Pagns'l, Buckinzghin, Millar. Nov 16 
at 3 at the Swan Hotel, Newport Pagnell, Bull, Newport Pagaoll 
Sharp, William, Maidenhead, Borks, Land Agent. Nov 18 at 12 
offices of Harrison, Fowke’s buildinzs, Great Tower st 
Shepley, Alexan ter, Hyde, Chester, Groc:r. Nov 16 at 3 at offices of 
Smith, Hyde 
Shewler, Thomas, Wiinfl2et All Saints, Lincoln, Waitesnith. Nov 17 
e* = the Angel Inn, Wainfleet All Saints. Taimbleby and Son, 
pilsby 
Somerville, Thomas, Hulme, Laacashire, out of business, Nov 23 at 
3 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Brown st, Manchester 
Thompson, Matthew Herbert, Felton, Northumber a1d, Painter. 
13 at 2 at offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 
Toon, Williamm, Farcet, Huatingdon, Cattle Dever, Nov It at 12 at 
the Wentworth Hotel, Wentworth st, Feterborouzh 
Tranter, John, Sheffieli, Railway Clerk. Nov 16 at 3 at oMices of 
Crang, Quoen st, Sheffield 
Uncles, James, Bath, Som>rset, Beer Retailer. Nov l4atl at offices 
of Webb, Fountain bnildings, Bath 
Walker, Matthew Sidney, Ford Green, Stafford, Grocer, Nov 14 at ll 
at officesof Julian, Wedgwood chambers, Burs'em 
Walsh, William, Liverpool, Wing Dealer, Nov 17 at 2 at offices of 
Haghes, Lord st, Liverpool 
Watson, Georgeo, Hartlepool, Darham, Grocer. Nov,16 at 3 at offices of 
Nov 18 at 12 at tho 


Be'l, Churca st, West Hartlepool 
White, Edward, Savage gardens, Corn factor. 
Exchange chambers, Seething lan», Parser and Co, 8:. 
Michael's alley 
Williams, Tho nas, Minchester, Boller Mi'cor. Nov lO at 12 at the 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchoster, Poster and Knight,* Maa- 
ter 


Nov 15 a! 3 at oTices of 


Nov 18 at 


Nov 21 at 11 at offices of 
Nov 14 at 4atthe Tiree 


at 


Nov 


¢c 
Winsper, Arthur, Great Bridge, Stafford, Boot and Si0e Manu‘acturer, 
Nov (3 at 3 at offices of Warmington, Castle st, Dadley 
Winterton, Join Edward, Dalwich rd, Penge, Dealer in Miniag Shares. 
Nov 12 at 3 at 10 Trinity st, Southwark. Ody 
Wiseman, George, Richard et, St Leonarl’s rd, Bromloy-by-Bow, 
Baker. Novilat 11 at the Biackwall Railway Hote!, London st 
Rigby, Half Moon crescent, Islingvon 
Woodward, Joseph, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Leither Soller. 
14 at 11 at offices of Green, Corporation st, Wolverhampton 


Faiwar, Nov, 6, 1874, 


Ambler, Samuel, Halton, near Leeds, Grocer. Nov 17 at3 at offlcesof 
Granger, Bink st, Leeds 
Andrew, Thomas, and Alfeod John Raffles, Paabody bailtlags, Oom- 


Nov 





Tvespay, Nov, 10, 1874 
‘Hainsworth, Joseph Fisher , Ossett, York, Manufacturer, Nov 5 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tvespay, Nov. 3, 1874, 
rd, Gloucester. Peacock and Goddard, South square, Gray's ion 

Al'en, John, Boston, Lincoln, Grocer. Nov 17 at 2 at the City Terminus 

Allen, William, Liverpool, Lincashire, Ciothier, Nov 16 at 3.30 at 8 
York st, Manchester. Goffey, Liverpool! 

11 at offices of Foster, Bonne‘t’s hill, Birmingham 

Atkinson, William, Tonsley rd, Wandsworth, Buiider, 

Backhouse, Joseph Tearar, Norminton, Yo k, Plumb:r, 
the Bu'l Hotel, Westzate, Wakefield. Turner 
offices of Wilton, Westgate buildings, Bath 

Bale, James, Stroud, Gloucester, Draper. Nov 16 at2 at offices of 

Bates, Caarles, Weston Turville, Backingham, Miiler. 
at offices of Fell, Aylesbury 

Nov 14 at 11 at offices 
ef Feltham, Union st, Portsea 

Boff, George, sea, St A ban’s, Hertford, Carpenser. 

Broscomb, Simuel, Huddersfizid, York, Confectioner. Nov 2l at 12 
at the White Swan Hotel, Huddersfield. Freeman, Huddersfield 
Morgan, Martin st, Staff ri 

Carruthers, John Ryl«nd, Blackburn, Lanct-hire, Reed Maker. Nov 17 

Carter, William, Ha'ey hill, Ha‘ifax, York, Greengrocer. Nov 14 at 3 
at offices of Ri:odes, Her o2 st, Halifax 
of Bela, Middle pavem ‘nt, Nottingham 

Clough, Leonard, Sunderiand. out of business, 

Cohen, Jules, B-aumont squir:, Mile End, out of business. Nov 18 at 
2 at offices of Green, Q izen st, Cheapside 
Henderson, Broad st, Bristol 

Cook, Samue!, Middlesborongh, York, Grocer. Nov 17 at 3 at offices of 

Coulson, Juha, and Robe:t Coulson, Bridlington Quay, York, Corn 
Millers. Nov 17 at 3.30 at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kings- 

Deacon, Elizabeth, Lower Mar!owes, Hemel Hemostead, Hertford, Rag 
Merchant. Nov 14 at !2 at offices ot Bullock, Great Berkhamstead 
8 at the Law Ass-cia'ion rooms, Cook st, Liverpool. Goffey, Liver. 

pool 
Emery, Joho, sen, and Join Enory, jin, New:astle-unler-Lyne, 
Newcastle-uncer-Lyme 
Evans, John. Kennington rd, out of basiness. 
Pail, Samuel Join, Etw rd st, Mile End O14 Town, Ca>man. Nov 12 
at 3 at Peele’ + Cuif-e house, Fleet &t. iigby, Half Moon Crescent, 
Pox, John W illiam, Seymour st, Zuston rd, Tobacconist. 
at offices of Willoughby and Cox, Cl fford’s ina, Fleet st 
Nov 16 at 12 atthe 
Elephant Hotei, Doncaster. Heatheote, Dncaster 
Booksellers, Nov 13 at 12 at the Stup Motel, Barrow-in-F urness, 
Thompwn 
23 at 3 at offices of Gibson and Bolland, South Joha st, Liverpool, 
Randle, Liverpool! 
Nov 19 at 11 
at ofices of Dariey, Lord st West, Biackburn 

Gipson, George, Ayibarton, Gieucester, Piumber, 

Gray, John, Merthyr Ty of), Glamorgan, Travelling Draper, Nov 18 at 
12 at offices of Marris and Taylor, Merthyr Tydfil. teddoe, Merthyr 

Griffin, Martha Ann, Sweidon Farm, near Cardiff, Farmer. Nov 24 at 
11 at offices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 
A4d \eshaw and Werburion, King st, Manchester 
Haverson, John Thomas, Aldermanbary, Sationer. Now 11 et Bat 
Hill, William, Trowbridge, Wilts, Uedding Manufactucer, Mov 16 at 2 
om-AITon 

Hirst, Mary, Rotherham, York. Mov 17 at 1 at offices of Hoyle, West- 

Soest, venjamin, Bary st, Bt Mary Axe, Leather’Faetor. Mov 16 at \ 
1) at offices of Ward and Co, Clement’s lane, Wickens 


mercial st, Kngineer’s Factors, Nov 20 at3 at theCanaon st Hotel, 
Simpson and Cu liogford, Gracechurch at 















































































































Nov. 14, 1874. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 37 








—— 

Beaumont, John Willian, Chest:rfield, Derby, Agent. Nov25 at 12 
at the Sar Hotel, Chesterfield. Keely 

Blakeman, John, Evesham, Worcester, Grocer. Nov 16 at 12 at offices 
of New and Co, Evesham 

Bolton, Atchison, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Eating house Keeper. Nov 18 
at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

grown, James Hal!, Colworth rd, Leytonstone, Veterinary Surgeon 
Nov 16 at 10 at the Victoria Tavern, Morpeth rd. Long, Lansdown 
terrace, Victoria Park 

Call, William, Ramsgate, Kent, Tobacconist. Nov 16 at 2 at the Guild- 
hall Coffee house, Gresham st. Sankey and Co, Ram-gate 

Campbell, John, St Helen’s, Dec { at 10at the Public hall, Hard- 
shaw st, St Hele:.’s. Grace, St Helen’s : 

Chater, William, Kettering, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Nov 
90 at 11 at offices of Breedy, Gas st, Kettering 

Colley, William Edward, Rowley, Silop, Farmer. Nov 2 at 12 at 
cffices of Knowles and Michelmore, Church st, Wellingron 


Cousions, Benjamio, Wakefield, York, Earthenware DeaJer, Nov 19 } 


at 11 at offices of Burrell, King st, Wakefield 

Cracknel!, Frederick Charle:, Union st, Borough, Grocer. Nov 18 at 
12 at offices of Morris, Staple inn, Holborn 

Crockett, Everard, Waleall, Stafford, Grocer. Nov19 at 1030 at 
offices of Wilkinson and Gi lespie, Bridge st, Walsall 

Cutting, Horace Evera'd, Swansea, Auctioneer. Nov 14 at 3 at the 
Nelson Wine and Spirit Vaults , Nelson st, Swansea 

Davie, Joseph Thornton, Hepscott’Red House, Northumberland, 
Farmer. Nov 17 at 12 at ¢ ffices cf Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, 
Newcast'e-upon-Tyno 

Dearden, Charles, Leeds, Painter. Nov 20 at 11 at offices of Middle- 
ton and Sons, Pork row, Leeds 

Dornat, Charles Camille, Barnstaple, Deven, Soda Water Manufacturer. 
Nov 23 at 12 at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

Eaton,'John, Leicester, Builder. Nov 19 at 12 at4, New st, Leicester. 
Stone and Bill: on, Leicester 

Evans, David, Conwil Cayo, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. Nov16 at2 at 
cfices of Lloyd, High st, Lampeter 

Fry, Thomas, Ilfracombe, Devon, Carriage Proprietor. Nov 16 at 12 
at offices of Bencraft, Bridge Hull chambers, Barnstaple 

Gee, Joseph Benson, Clare, Suffolk, Schoolmaster. Nov 23 at 4 at offices 
of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row 

Gepp, Ge rge Edward, Limington, Somerset, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Nov 17 at 11 atthe Three Choughs Hotel, Yeovil. Watts, Yeovil 

Gibson, Henry Bwlock, Windsor rd, Holloway, Clerk. Nov 19 at 3 at 
Ridier’s Hotel, Holborn hill. Lewis, Furnival’s inn 

Groom, Tnomas, Upper Dorset st, Vauxhall Bridge rd, Provision 
Dealer. Nov 16 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Charing cross 

Gress, Henry Glenn, Nortbampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Nov 19 at 3 
at offices of Becke, Market square, Northampton 

Raley, George, and William Mann, Batley Carr, York, Woollen 
Manufacturers. Nov 10 at 3 at thejRoyal Hotel, Dewsbury. Ibber- 
son, Dewsbury 

Rarmer, Ebenezer, New Brompton, Kent, Grocer. Nov20 at 4 at 
Cfices of Hayward, High st, Rochester 

Harris, Joseph, Walsall, Stafford, Contractor. Nov 1$ at 11 at offices 
of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Hayward, James, Banbury, Oxford, Coach Builder, Nov 20 at 3 at 
ofices of Kilby and Son, Banbury 

Hoad, @harles, Fareham, Hants, Brewer. Nov 19 at 3 at offices of 
Goble, Fareham 

Hobbs, John, Fremington, Devon, Innkeeper. Nov 18 at il at offices 
of,Bencra(t, Bridge Hail chambers, Barnstaple 

Hole, Berjamin, Bristol, Paperhanger. Nov 14 at 11 at offices of 
Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Hoptroff, Henry, Tunbridge We'ls, Kent, Plumber. Nov 20 at 11 at 
offices of Burton, Dyott terrace, Tunbridge Wells 

Hcunsell, George Collins, Minories, Flag Maker. Nov 26 at 2 at offices 
of Peckham and Co, Knight Rider st 

Housden, Mark, Broadway, West Ham, Carpenter. Nov13 at ll at 
the Two Brewers, High st, Stratford. Rigby, Half moor crescent, 
Islington 

Humphries, William, York, Plumber. Nov 19 at 11 at offices of Crum- 
bie, Storegate, York 

tenes, William, Manchester, Tobacconist. Nov 25 at 3 at ofises of 
Rylance,,Essex st, Manchester 

Joy, Caarles, Lowman rd, Holloway, out of business. Nov 25 at3 at 
offices of Shum and Co, King's rd, Bedford row 

Jakee, Stephen, Darlaston, Stafford, Grocer, Nov 20 at 1l at offices 
of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 

Telly, Patrick Joseph, Salford, Lancashire, Shoe Dealer. Nov l2at 3 
at offices of Fox, I'rincess st, Manchester 

Lsslie, William Duncan, Harrogate, York, Hair Dresser, Nov 20 at 12 
atthe George Hotel, Horrogate. Dale, York 

Lewis, William, Birmingham, Goldsmith, Nov 17 at 3 at offices of 
aap. Argyle chambers, Colmore row, Birmingham. James and 

on 


rt 

Lonnen, Thomas Brinton, Bristol, Licensed Victusler, Nov 20 at 12 
at offices of Hancock and Co, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol. Benson 
and Thomas, Bristol 

Michau Albertine Herve B'z>t, Brighton, Sassey, Teacher of Dancing. 
Nov 25 at 11 at offices of Holtham, Ship st, Brighton 

Rilard, William Berjamin, Wandsworth rd, Surrey, Furnishing Iron- 
monger. Nov 19 at 3 at offices of Boura and Fry, Paternoster row. 
Cooper, Charing cross 

Migan, William, Giusbura, York, Stu Manafecturar. Nov 20 at 11 
at offices of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradford 

Morgan, Evan, Oid Kent ri, Grocer. Nov 20 at 2 at offices of Izard 
and Betts, Exstcheap. Noon, Blomfield st 

Negus, Joshua, Godmanchester, Hantingdon, Painter. Nov 16 at 2 at 
the George Hotel, Huntingdon, Gaches, Peterborough 

Newman, Maurice, Manchester, Publisher, Dec 4 at 2 at offices of 
Nuttall and Son, Jackson's row, Albert square, Manchester 

Owen, David, Rhayader, Radnor, Chemist, Nov 34 at 12.30 at offices 
of Ewing, Broad et, Newtown 

Peare, Abraham, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Lancashire, Provision 
Tnaler, Nov 18 at 3 atoffices of Hey wood, Dicki at, Manchester 

Pitchforth, Robert, Stafford, Stan'ey, near Wakefield, York, Jotaer, 
Nov 20 at 11 at cffices of Barratt and Senior, Wood ot, Wakefld 








Pooley, George Henty, Southall, Assistant Secretary to a Public 
Company. Nov 20 at 3 at offices of Christmas, Walbrook 

Robinson. Frank, Fellows rd, Baverstcck Hil. Nov 26 at 3 at offices 
ef Lawrence aad Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Robinson, George Frederick, Manchester, Paper Merchant. Nov 25 at 
$ at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Brown st, Manchester 

Ros, Francis, Taddington, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Nov 21 at dat 
the Shakespeare Hotel, Spring garde1s, Buxton. Bent, Manchester 

Roots, Frederic, Canterbury, Fodder Merchant. Nov 17 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Sankey and Co, Canterbury 

Sargeant, George, Great Bridge, Stafford, Journeyman Sawyer. Novy 20 
at 4 at offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Slatter, William, Blackfriars rd, Southwark, Prioter. Nov 12 at 2 at 
offices of Brecles, Guildha!l chambers, Basinghall st. Arnold, Fins- 
bury pavement 

Spence, Francis Alfred, Bonchurch, Isle of Wight, no trade. Nov 20 
at 2 at the Old Ship Hotel, Brighten. Gadsden and Treherne 

Spencer, George, Brighton, Sussex, Oyster Merchant. Nov 20 at 3 at 
offices of Nye, North st, Brighton 

Stanford, William, Brighton, Sussex, Buttarman, Nov 24 at3 at offices 
of Nye, North st, Brighton 

Stead, Richard, Birmingham, Serap Dealer. Nov 13 at 3 at offices of 
Parry, Bennett's hil!, Birmingham 

Stewart, Elizabeth, Oxon, Cheshire, Stationer. Nov 18 at 3 at offices 
of Mawaon, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Anderson, Birkenhead 

Stonely, Alfred John, Wakefield, York, Joiner. Nov 18 at 3 at offices 
of Burton and Moulding, King st, Wakefield 

Stott, John, Bradford, York, Fraiterer. Nov ,23 at 3 at offices of 
Hatchinson, Piccadilly, Bradford 

Tavler, Vincent, Friskney, Lincoln, Farmer. Nov 19 at 12.30 at the 
Peaeock Hatel, Boston. Hyde, jan, Louth 

Temple, Willison, Scarborough, York, Boot Dealer, Nov 19 at 11 at 
offices of Rooke and Midgley, Boar iane, Leeds 

Theobald, Francis William, Thornton Hough, Cheshire, Narssryman. 
Nov 19 at 2 at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Wainwright, Edward, Birmingham, Grocer. Nov 13 at 12 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Whitchaad, Themas, Leather lane, Holborn, China Dealer. Nov 23 at 
$ at offices of Lewis‘and Lewis, Ely place, Holborn 

Winter, Henry Stephen, Kensington High st, Stationer. Nov 19 at 3 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Heron, Ely place, Holborn 

Wirth, Henri Alexander Victor, Joseph Paul Edouard Wirth, and 
‘Marie Theresa Pauline Wirth, Regent st, Swiss Furniture Manafac- 
turers. Nov 23 at | at offices of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit st, 
Bond st 

Wood, Edmund George Powys, Harcourt terrace, Redcliff: square, 
Retired Lieutenant. Nov 14 at 2 at offices of Froggatt, Argyll st, 


Regent st 
TvespaY, Nov. 10, 1874. 


Alker, Ellen, Manchester, Beer Retailer. Nov 23 at 3 at offices of 
Burton, King st, Manchester 

Allen, James, Nottingham, Lace Maker. Nov 26 at 11 at offices of 
Smith, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 

Almond, William, and John Almondy North Shield<«, Northamber- 
land, Engine Builders. Nov 25 at 11 at offices of Tinley and Co, 
Howard st, North Shields 

Allen, Mary Jane, Stourbridge, Worcester, Fancy Haberdasher. Nov 
21 at 11 at offices of Wall, Union chamb=rs, Stourbridgs 

Ambler, Samue', Dewsbury Moor, York, Manufacturer, Novy 2! at 8 
at offices of Sykes, Oak st, Heckmondwike 

Ashenharst, Chir’es James, Moss Side, near Manchaster, Solicitor’s 
Clerk. Nov 23at 4 at offic23 of Mottershead, Victoria st, Man- 


chester 

Bartlett.;William Stephen James and Henry Ciapman, Finsbury square 
buildings, Share Dealers. Nov 19 at 2 at Finsbury squire buildings. 
Beck, East India avenue, Leadenhall st - 

Benham, Helen, Parkside, Knightsbridge. Milliner. Nov 25 at 3 at 
efficesa of Barker, St Michael's House , Cornhill 

Bettavey, John, and Will'am Bettancy, Longton, Stafford, Decorators, 
~ 26 at 2 at the Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Welch, 

ongion 

Biggs, Ann, Brighton, Susser, Pork Butcher. Nov28at 1l at offices 
of Goodman, Prince Albert st, Brighton 

Bray, Hugh. and James Smith, Wigan, Lancashire, Cotton Manufae- 
turers. Nov 24 :t 11 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Brickman, George, Folkestone, Kent, Auctioneer. Nov 23ati at ths 
Fieur-de-Lis Hotel, Canterbury. Rowland 

Catling, Frederick James, and James Vanoutten, Catherive court, 
Tower hill, Cora Factors. Nov 24 at 2 at offices ef Coopsr and Co, 
George st, Mansion house. Tlollams and Co, Mincing lane 

Child, Ralph, Sunderland, Darham, Cabinet Maker, Novy i7at Il at 
Offices of Tilley, Norfolk, st, Sunderland 

Chipchate, Joseph Luke, Great Cambridge st," Hackney rd, Children’s 
Boot Manufacturer. Nov 18 at 3 at offices of Philp, Qaeen Victoria st 

Clark, William, Szopsley, Bedford, Farmer, Nov 10 atl at odices of 
Hall, Abchurch lane 

Cooper, John, Birmingham, Shoemaker. Nov 24 at 11 at offices of 
Duke, Christ Charch passage, Birmingham 

Curr, David, Manchester, Jute Spinner Nov 27 at 11 at offices of Sale 
and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Davis, Edward, Birmingham, Tailor. Nov 19 at 2 at Ballivant’s 
Hotel, Carr's lane, Birmingham. Kennedy, Birmingham 

Deiahaye, Joseph, Keanington rd, Provision Merchant. Nov 30 a} $3 
at Painters’ hall, Little Trinity lane. Pritchard and Co 

De Pasa, Abraham Daniel, Kensington garden terrace, Merchant. Now 
18 at i2 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Cramp, Philpot 


lane 

Dowden, Edward, Edgware rd, Grocer. Nov 25 at 1! at offices of Deane 
and Co, South square, Gray’s inn 

Draxeford, John David, and William Thomas Drakeford, Great Win- 
chester st buildings, Silk Merchants. Nor 19 at? at offices of Had- 
eon and Co, Bucklersbury 

Drew, John Brown, Murray st, Hoxton, Shop Fitter. Now 2d at 3 ab 
the Guildhall Tavera, Gresnam st. Locke, Pavement, Finsdary 

Durkee, George Gilbert, Liverpool, Merehaat. Nov 2i at 3 at alffces of 
Nordon, Cuok at, Liverpool 

England, Philip Newberry, Polygon, Somers Towa, Acoouataat. New 
16 at te at offices of Hutchinson, Vauxhall Briige rd 
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Nov 23 at 12 at 


Fairbairn, John Benjamin, Sanderland, Darham, Bootmaker. Nov 13 
at ll atoffices of Pinkney, John st, Sunderland 

Fosdike, Robert, Great Yar-nouth, Norfolk, Ironmonger. Nov 27 at 12 
at offices of Worship and Rising, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 

Gill, Arthur Edwin, Leeds, Merchant. Nov 24 at 2 at offices of Greene, 
StJames s*, Leeds 

Gillespie, Walter, Yiewsley, Middlesex, Engineer. 
offices of Dean and Taylor, King’s rd, Bedford row 

Glazebrook, Henry, Bootle, Lancashire, Gent. Nov 27 at 11 at offices 
of Ho‘t, Union court, Castle st, Liverpoo!. Jores ant Co, Liverpool 

Hanson, Isaac, Buxton, Derby, Hairdresser. Nov25 at 3 at officas of 
Bent, Piccadilly, Manchester 

Heaphy, William, Hampden st, Paddington, Boot Manufacturer. Nov 
19 at 12 at offices of Cattlin, Guildhall yard 

Hewitt, Charlotte Wright, Bloomfield terrace, Pim‘ico, Farmer. Nov 
23 at 3 at 15, Bedford row. Duignan and Smiles 

Hewett, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Nov 23 at 2 at offices 
of Joel. Newgate st, Newcastle-apo1 Tyne 

Hiam, Henry, Cheltenham, Coach Builaer. Nov 23 at 3 at offizes of 
Stroud, Clarence p+rade, Cheltenham 

Hird, Robert, jan. West Hartlepo>l, Durham, Grocer. Nov 23 at 3 at 
Offices of Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Hocken, Henry, Cirnhell, Cornwall, Commission Agent. Nov 18 at 12 
at offices of Trevena, West-end, Redruth rt 

Holland, Samuel George, Heeley, Snetiicld, Builder. Nov 23 at 12 at 
offices of Melior, Bank st, Sheffic ld 

Hollis, George Frederick, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Nov 20 at 11 at 
offices of Beaton, Victoria buildings, Temp'e row, Birmingham 

Hopkins, John Lanca-ter, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Grocer. Nov 20 at 2 
at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Jamieson, Joseph, and Frederick Joa Jamieson, Old Shotton, Durham, 
Drapers. Nov 18 at3 at offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 

Johnstone, John Grind!e, Newport, Monmouth, Tailor. Nov 23 at 2 at 
Offices of Gibbs, Commercial st, Newport 5 

Law, Elizabeth, Wednesbury, Stafford, Grocer. Nov 24 at 11 at offizes 
of Slater, Butcroft, Darlaston. Edwards, Darlaston 

Leggett, John, Pond terrace, Leader st, Chalsea, Builder. Nov 19 at 3 
at cflices of Boydell, South sq, Gray's inn 

Nov 26 at 3 at offices of 


Livett, Richerd, Balham, Surrey, Builler. 
Hooper, Newgate st 
Mackay, John Edward, Middlesborough, York, Draper. Nov 25 at 12 
at Barker’s Temperance Hotel, Bridze st West, Middiesborough. 
Bainbridge, Middiesborongh 
Marsha!l, John, Ripon, York, Auctioneer. Dee 3 at 3 at offices of 
Arrowsmith and Winn, Ripon. Waistell, Northalierton 
Mat:hewman, Benjamin, sen, and Heary Matthewman, Shofield, 
Cutlery Manufacturers. Nov 20 at 2 at the Catlers’ Hall, Charch st, 
Sheffield. Clegg and Sons, Sheffield 
MecKinnel!, Joseph, Manchester, Paper Stainer. 
of Saie and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Mears, Henry, Sunderland, Durham, Ironmonger. Nov 19 at 11 at 
offices of Hope, Norfolk st, Sunderland 
Metcalfe, William, York, Grocer. Nov 23 at 3 at offices of Crambie, 
Stonegate, York 
Miller, John, Liverpool, Ironmomper. Dec 5 at 11 at offices of Lowe, 
Cas:le st, Liverpool 
Moore, Daniel, Tottington, Lancashire, Grocer. Nov 24 at 12 at 
offices ot Watson, Broad st, Bury 
Morgan, John Pinn, and Reuben Elworthy, Edmon‘on, Corn Merchants. 
Nov 26 st 2 at offices of Willoughby and Cox, Cliff rd’ inn, Fieet st 
Ord. Robert, and James Purvis, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Tailors. Nov 25 
at 3 at the Red L’on Hotel, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Douglas, Berwi:k- 
upon-T weed 
Oswell, Richard, Altrincham, Cheshire, Grocer. Nov 25 at 3 at offices 
of Mann, Cooper st, Manchester 
Painter, Frederick Charles, Leicester, Hostery Warehouseman. Nouv 2t 
at 12 at the Marlborough’s Head, Welford rd, Leicester. Petty, 
Leicester 
Palmer, George. Putney, Surrey, Sxedsnan. Nov 30 at3 at otices of 
Manton and Morris, Lambeth hill, Queen Victoria st 
Peacock, Thomas, New Church rd, Camberwell, Mantle Manafactarer. 
Nov 20 at 2 at cflices of Chester, Newington butts 
Peacock, William, Kendal, Westmoriand, Wheelwright, Nov 24 at 11 
at the Bosrd Room, Market place, KenJal. ‘Thomson and Wilson, 
Kendal 
Pollitt, William, Bradfe-d, Lancashire, Joiner. Nov 27 at 3 at offices of 
Law, King et, Manchester 
Remfry, Josiah, B osc »nbe terracs, Uxbridge ri, Civil Engineer. Nov 
19 at 3 at offices of Stollard, Chancery lane 
Roberts, Robert, and Thomas William Diiver, Oswestry, $ ilop, More ers 
Nov 23 at 12at , York st, Manchester. Doune, Oswestry 
Hobottom, John, Bradford, York, Fruiterer. Nov 13 at 4 at offices of 
Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Radd, James, Old st rd, S: Luke’s, Baker, Nov 27 at 12 at offices of 
Child, South square, Gray’s ina 
Salton, Walter Tho nas, Rood lane, Pablic Accountant, Dac 3 at 2 at 
offices of Farnfield, Lower Thames st 
Sergeant, John, Noriheote rd, Battersea, D-ill Master. Nov 23 at2 at 
of Jones, Bank buildings; Wandsworth 
Sever, Charles, New Malton, York, Painter. Nov 26 at 2 at the George 
inn, New Malton. Simpson, New Maiton 
Simmonds, James Edward Nation, Walbrook, Cigar Importer. Nov 23 
at 2 at offices of Chapman, Fenchurch st 
Smallwood, Joseph, Epsom, Surrey, Bootmaker. Nov 19 at 2 at offices 
of Montaga, Bucklersbury 
Smith, Pe-er, Ramsbottom, Lancashire, Twine Manafacturer. Mov 26 
at 11 at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 
Solomons, Abraham, Kingston-upon-Hall, Travelling Jeweller. Nov 
24 at i) at offees of Jordeson, County batiding+, Hall 
Sevens, Frederick Hildebrand, Piymouth, Devon, Captain B.N. Noy 23 
at 12 at offices of Derry , Courtenay st, Plymouth 
—_ , J na yg ean nae Warp Manufacturer. Nov 24 at 
% 6 worth and Gi Kiek, B 
ft ve, EB, gg. Lossop, gate, Bradford 
‘syler, am, Essex rd, Islington, Cheesemoiger. Nov 26 at 3 at 
Offices A keighiey, Irmmorger lane 
Tay\or, Willian Biagdon, Bath, Bookvindc. Mov 23 at 12 at offizes of 
Bicketts, Paragon, Bath 


Nov 24 at 3 at offices 





Taylor, William John, and Alfred Gray, Peckham Rye, Auctioneary, 
Nov 24 at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st, 

Temple, William, Ramsgate, Kent, Ladies’ Outfitter. Nov 20 at 3 at 
3 at the Ball and George Hotel, Ramsgate. Sankey and Co, Ramszatg 

Thompson, Thomas, Liverpoo!, Grocer. Nov 23 at 3 at offices of 
Chalmers, Fenwick st, Liverpool. Collins, Liverpool 

Thorley, Reuben, Hanley, Stafford, Joiner. Nov 20 at 11 at offices of 
Paddock and Sons, Old Hall st, Hanley 

Underwood, William May, Kingsland rd, Cheesenong:r. 
at offices of Izard and Betts, Eastcheap 

Vinsen, Heary, sen, and Walter William Vinsan, Cam>ridgs, Coach 
Builders. Nov 26 at 2 atthe Bird bolt Hotel, St Anlrew’s st Cam- 
bridge Fetch and Jarrold, Cambridge 

Wakefield, George, Gun st, Saddler. Nov 21 at 10.15 at the Black Lion, 
New Montague st, Spitafields 

Wa'l, George, Wigan, Lancashire, Stone Carver. Nov 24 at 1! at officas 
of France, Churshgate, Marke: place, Wigan 

Walsh, Thomas Joasph, Manchester. Shoe Dealer. Nov 3) a63 at tho 
Clarence Hotel, Sp-ing gardens, Manchester. Leig'a, Manchester 

Warner, Frances Sophia, King st, West Smithfield, Caeesomonger. Noy 
2a at il at the Guildhall Coffse house, Gresiam st. Pearce and Spa, 
Giltspur st 

Waties, Patrick, Liverpool, Fruiterer, Dec 4 at 3 at offices 0! Low, 
Castle st, Liveroool 

White, William, Rochester, Kent. Cement Minnfacturer. Nov 23 at 
12 at offices of Parker and Co, St Michael’s alley, Corahill 

Wilkinson, Mark, Nottingham, Plasterer. Nov 2/7 ut 3 at th: Assem 1 
Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham, Cranch and Stroud 

Winseom, Edwin, Park st, Croydon, Accouatant. Nov 19 at 4 at officay 
of Kisch and Co, Wellington st, Strand 

Wood, George, Brushfield st, Spitalfields, Provision Merchant. Nov 23 
at 3 at offices of Whittington, Bishopsgate st Without 

Worth, John, Birmingham, Scrap Iron Dealer. Nov 23 at 1 at offices 
of Harrison, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Yeoweli, Eliza, St John’s rd, Hoxton, Baker. NoA 23 at 2 at the 
Guildhal ! Coffee house, Greshan st. Terry, Greshim st, Bink 


Nov 23 at? 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 

of the Undercaker’s bill have Jong op2rated as an oppressive tax 

upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, wher 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
$0 their means and the requirements of the case. ‘The Co.npany also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemateries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom, A pamphlet containing fall particalars may 


| va Obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Caief Oiica, 3 


Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 





I AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Otfice—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 
Capital, One Million Sterling, fully subscribed by upwards of 40) share 
holders, nearly all of whom are members of the legal profession. 
Chairman—Sir Wituiam Foster, Bart., Norwich. 
Deputy-Chairman—James Cuppon, Fsq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith’s 
building, Temple. 

The Capital subseribed and Funds in hand amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000, affording unquestionable security, 

The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from ail conditions. 

The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest ané 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 

Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 


FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 





py SPER SONS AND LIFE INTERESTS. 


THESE PROPERTIES ARE PURCHASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY Of THEM, 
BY 
THE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH, 
London Office- 40, GRACECHUROH-SIREET, B.C, 
Manager—T, B, SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 
Svlicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
37, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 
Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,104,000 
Every description of Life Insurance business transacted, 
he usual Commission allowed to Solicitors, 








YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 


ETC, 
SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 


LONDON, 
Every description of Printing. 

Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes azines 

Books Newspapers 
Pamphlets Circulars 

ts Posters 
Handbills, &., &e. 
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